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Current Topics. 


The Settlement of Cases. 

Tue case of The Amalgamated Properties of Rhodesia v. 
The Globe and Phenix Gold Mining Co. terminated last week 
so far as the taking of evidence is concerned, and Mr. Justice 
Eve’s list is thus relieved—save for the final speeches and 
arguments—from one of the heaviest cases which has been 
before the Courts. The hearing has, it seems, occupied some 


eighty odd days. It was, if rumour was to be trusted, to be 
followed by an equally heavy case—The Law Guarantee 
Trust and Accident Society v. The Law  Aceident 


Insurance Society—which would not have been finished 
this side of the Long Vacation; but this, it appears, 
has been settled ‘‘ before briefs had been delivered.’’ 
Whether it is really préfitable for counsel to be engaged 
in cases of this kind, where briefs are delivered and the 
case runs its slow course, is a moot question, notwithstanding 
the large sums said to be paid on the brief and for refreshers. 
A settlement has been arrived at also in the appeal against the 
judgment of Sir Samvet Evans in the Kim case (ante, p. 9), 
which may be said to have finally adopted the doctrine of con- 
tinuous voyage and to .have furnished an important pre- 
cedent as to food being conditional contraband. The settle- 
ment, it appears from the Foreign Office statement, which we 
print elsewhere, does not impugn the correctness of the 
President’s judgment or its importance as an exposition of 
the law. The appeal is abandoned and the judgment stands. 
But pecuniary concessions have been made to the Chicago 
exporters, whose cargoes were seized and condemned as prize; 
and, on the other hand, they are going to export in future 
under British control. This seems to be a very favourable 
settlement for this country. 


The Lumsden Case and Judicial Comments, 

THE DISCUSSION on the Lumsden case, which Lord 
DessorovuGnH initiated in the House of Lords on the 13th 
inst., although it found the Government spokesmen un- 
repentant, should do something towards obtaining the removal 
of the more glaring anomalies of the system of valuation under 











the Finance Act, 1910. We need not recall the arithmetical 
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calculations of that case, or the verbal subtleties on which 
the system is founded. We described them in detail in com- 
menting on the decision of the House of Lords at the time 
(58 Soticrtors’ JournaL, p. 719). <A very keen criticism of 
the system was contributed by Lord Movutton, who delivered 
a dissentient judgment and endeavoured to put it on a work- 
able footing—an attempt in which he followed SwinrEn 
Eady, L.J., in the Court of Appeal, and had the support of 
Lord Parmoor in the House of Lords. We may quote again 
from his suggested catechism of the Law of England :— 
Question: What is the increment of the site value of 
when the value of the site has not changed? 
Answer: It is the difference of opinion of two sets of Govern- 
ment valuers as to the value of the owner’s total interest in the 
estate. 


land 


The Extent of the Inland Revenue Concession. 


WE GaTueEr from the Lord Chancellor’s speech on the present 
occasion that he thinks Lord Mouton “ departed from the 
usual judicial practice which he hoped would always be main- 
tained in their lordships’ House when giving decisions on 
controversial subjects.”’ Possibly so; but then Lord 
Movtton was just the ‘‘ high judicial person’’ who was best 
qvalified to deal with the subject. However, the Government 
had recognized the unfairness of the Lumsden case before it 
was decided by the House of Lords, and clause 4 of the Revenue 
Bill of 1914 proposed a new mode of valuation in building 
cases which it was supposed would give the real increment site 
value. But under the general provision of clause 18 this was 
limited to duty accruing after 7th May, 1913. The war broke 
out, and the Bill never passed, and the matter has not been 
dealt with ; but the Inland Revenue Commissioners stick to 7th 
May, 1913, as the dividing date, and are, it seems, willing to 
act in cases after that date as if the clause had been passed, 
but not in previous cases. There appears to be no ground for 
the distinction. What is unfair in a case after the date is 
unfair in a case before it, and the discussion terminated with- 
out this being explained. But there seems a likelihood of 
Lord DessorovcGa obtaining a return of the number of cases 
affected by the Lumsden decision. Incidentally we may note 
that, if Lord Buckmaster deprecates the tone of Lord 
Movutton’s judgment, he can hardly approve of the much 
more vigorous language used by the Law Lords in the Foran 
case, to which Lord Dessorovcna drew attention recently in 
these columns and elsewhere. The system of land valuation, 
it may be suggested, calls specially for tact on the part of the 
authorities. 


Trading Domicil. 


Tue poiicy of the Trading with the Enemy (Extension of 
Powers) Act, 1915, has elicited a protest from the United 
States (26th January), and a reply of Sir Epwarp Grey (26th 
February), and these have just been published. Before the 
Act the position of merchants, of whatever nationality, having 
a trading domicil in a neutral country was clear. They were, 
for trading purposes, treated as citizens of that country. 
Consequently, a German with a trading domicil in the United 
States was, for trading purposes, American, and trading could 
be lawfully carried on between him and British subjects domi- 
ciled here. And this principle of a trading domicil distinct 
from nationality has been carried so far as to exempt a British 
subject, living and carrying on trade in a neutral country, from 
the penalties against trading with the enemy (Bell v. Reid, 1 
M. & S. 724);*though a line was drawn at articles of a con- 
traband nature, and the duties of his allegiance travelled with 
him, so as to forbid him to supply articles of that kind to the 
enemy (The Neptunus, 6 Ch. Rob. 403). Thus, apart from 
the statute and the special restraints on exports, there is com- 
plete freedom of trading between British merchants here and 
merchants, of whatever nationality, in neutral countries; and 
there is also complete freedom, subject to the rules of contra- 
band, of trading between such latter merchants and the enemy. 
The latter branch of this rule is outside British law, and the 
recent Act does not interfere with it; but it places a restriction 





on the former branch. The danger is that trade between a 
British merchant, A, here, and a German merchant, B, say, in 
Brazil, may be used by the latter, directly or indirectly, in 
support of trade with Germany. At this point, then, the Act 
intervenes, and with the help of the Trading with the Enemy 
(Neutral Countries) Proclamation, 1916 (ante, p. 325), enables 
B to be put on a “ statutory list,’’ and thereupon B becomes 
an enemy for trading purposes, and trade between him and a 
British merchant here is subject to the penalties of the Trading 
with the Enemy Acts. For this purpose B need_ not be of 
enemy nationality. It is sufficient if, ‘‘ by reason of enemy 
nationality or enemy association,’’ it appears to the Crown 
expedient to place him on the list. 


The Statutory List and the United States Protest. 


Tue United States protest speaks of the Trading with the 
Enemy (Extension of Powers) Act as ‘‘ pregnant with possi- 
bilities of undue interference with American trade,’’ and 
suggests that such interference is already being practised ; and 
it expresses the view that the right of persons domiciled in the 
United States—whether American citizens or subjects of 
countries at war with Great Britain—to carry on trade with 
persons in belligerent countries has been overlooked ; and the 
United States Government presents a formal reservation of 
the right to protest against any restriction on the freedom of 
its trade which the Act imposes. This is not a very formidable 
document, and it seems to be sufficiently met by Sir Epwarp 
Grey’s explanation. The old theory of trading domicil does 
not, under modern conditions, sufficiently cut off the enemy’s 
trade, and it is ‘‘ diluted’’ by the principle of nationality. 
As explained above, there is no general prohibition of British 
trading with enemy merchants domiciled in neutral countries. 
The prohibition is limited to those specially selected for the 
“‘Statutory List,’’ and thus the interference with trade is 
limited as much as possible consistently with the objects of the 
measure. Moreover, the limitation is in form purely a matter 
of municipal law. It prevents British subjects trading with 
certain persons abroad. Sir Epwarp Grey states that other 
countries have gone, or are prepared to go, further in the 
same direction, and his reply seems to shew that there is no 
substantial objection under International Law to the present 
measure. 


The Rule of Natural Justice. 


WE nope that Re Parton (Times, 18th inst.) will be appealed 
in order to elicit an authoritative pronouncement on the im- 
portant point of Constitutional Law which it raises, for the 
tone of comment adopted by Dartine and Lawrence, JJ., in 
the Divisional Court was not of a kind to win much confidence 
among thoughtful lawyers as to the correctness of their de- 
cision. Put briefly, the point in issue was whether or not it is 
‘contrary to natural justice’’ for the Central Tribunal of 
Appeal under the Military Service Act, 1916, to refuse a per- 
sonal hearing to an appellant for exemption. Parton was a 
young man whose long-standing objections to military service 
on conscientious grounds were accepted by both the inferior 
tribunals, which granted him exemption, but only from com- 
batant service; he obtained leave to appeal to the Central 
Tribunal, but that body refused to see or hear him in person, 
and dismissed his appeal, after reading the record and his 
statement. He moved for a mandamus and certiorari in the 
Divisional Court, on the ground that this decision was w/tra 
vires, since it is ‘‘ contrary to natural justice ’’ for a tribunal 
to decide a point without hearing the appellant; but on the 
return of the rules nisi this contention was rejected by the 
Court. Now clause 5 of the Second Schedule to the Military 
Service Act, 1916, empowers the various classes of tribunals, 
Local, Appeal, and Central, constituted by that Act, to make 
their own rules of procedure where provision has not been 
made by the Local Government Board. No rules having been 
made for the Central Tribunal, it made for itself a rule pro- 
viding for the decision of appeals upon the written statements 





of parties without a personal hearing. It may be doubted if 
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such a rule is intra vires of the Act at all, since the clause 
seems only to empower the tribunal to supplement rules already 
made by the Local Government Board. But even if this view 
is wrong, it is surely contrary to natural justice to decide a 
case turning on the mental state of an individual without see- 
ing and examining him. Moreover, tribunals under this Act 
are purely judicial bodies, not administrative bodies acci- 
dentally entrusted with a quasi-judicial function, as was the 
case of the Local Government Board in Arlidge v. L.G.B. 
(1915, A. C. 120), where the House of Lords held that 
‘natural justice ’’ was not necessarily violated by deciding an 
appeal on purely documentary evidence. Whatever view be 
the right one, the case is of such importance that it ought to go 
higher. 


Allies and Trading with the Enemy. 

In THE case of The Panariellos (reported elsewhere) the 
Judicial Committee have upheld the decision of the Presi- 
dent (59 Soticrtors’ JourNAL, 399), and the condemnation of 
cargo belonging to a French company, on the ground that it 
was involved in trading with the enemy, has been affirmed. 
The judgment, which was delivered by Lord Sumner, discussed 
the dealings with the cargo, and the appeal seems to have 
raised only the question whether there was, in fact, a trading 
with the enemy. A cargo of ore was sent by the French 
company after the outbreak of war in The Panariellos, a Greek 
ship, from Ergasteria, for delivery as directed by a German 
firm, Beer, SonpHemer, & Co., of Frankfurt. The ship’s 
destination was altered to Swansea, and the cargo was 
there seized, and on the facts the Judicial Com- 
mittee have held that the ore was so consigned as 
te be involved in commercial intercourse with the enemy, 
and that it had not been so effectually diverted from 
this purpose as to be relieved of the liability to forfeiture. 
The destination of the ore being for enemy hands, the mere 
change of the port for discharge did not sufficiently shew an 
abandonment of the adventure. The decision turned on the 
special facts, and Prize Courts have frequently had to recog- 
nize the difficulty in which merchants are placed by war; but 
if, in seeking to evade these difficulties, they engage in trading 
with the enemy, confiscation is the legal result, and their only 
appeal is to the clemency of the Crown. It was so held in 
The Maria Magdalene (1779, Marr. 247), and in many cases 
during the Napoleonic wars; e.g., The Odin (1 Ch. Rob. 248) 
and The Indian Chief (3 Ch. Rob. 12). And since the Allies 
are embarked in a common cause, trading with the enemy by 
merchants of either allied nation is an offence, and subjects 
the property to confiscation in the courts of the other. This 
also was recognized a century ago in The Hoop (1 Ch. Rob. 
196) and The Nayade (4 Ch. Rob. 251). In the latter case it 
was held that, during a conjoint war, no subject of one 
belligerent can trade with the enemy, without being liable to a 
forfeiture of his property engaged in such a trade in the courts 
of the ally. 


Similarity in the Names of Trading Companies. 
AN INDIVIDUAL, firm, or company will be restrained by in- 
junction from trading in any name which is calculated to induce 
the belief that his (or their) business is the business of, or an 
agency branch or department of the business of, another 
(see Lloyd’s v. Lloyd’s (Southampton) (Limited), 29 R. P. C., 
p. 439). In an action for such an injunction the question 
whether the name complained of is so calculated is a ques- 
tion of fact depending on the circumstances of the case. In 
the above case the Court of Appeal decided the question in 
the affirmative, but in the recent case of Waring & Gillow 
(Limited) v. Gillow & Gillow (Limited) Peterson, J., decided 
it in the negative. The plaintiffs in that case were the well- 
known company, incorporated in 1912, carrying on business 
as house furnishers and decorators, and dealing, inter alia, in 
furniture and carpets, and, as stated by them, occasionally 
selling country houses and their contents by auction. The 
defendants were a company formed in July, 1915, to carry 








on business as land and estate agents, auctioneers, surveyors 
and valuers, and a considerable part of their business con- 
sisted in holding extensively advertised auction sales of 
Eastern and other carpets, rugs, &c.; and the issue in the 
action practically was, whether the names of the plaintiffs and 
defendants so resembled each other as to be calculated. te 
deceive the public, and lead to the belief that the defendants’ 
auction sales were being advertised and held by or. imvcen- 
junction with the plaintiffs, and that the defendants’ business 
was the same as, ora branch of, the plaintiffs’ business. The 
learned Judge, at the close of a long and exhaustive judgment, 
said: ‘‘I am unable to come to the conclusion that Gillow ¢& 
Gulow (Limited), auctioneers, in St. James-street, are likely, 
on any reasonable and legitimate ground, to be mistaken for 
Waring & Gillow (Limited), house furnishers,and decorators, 
Oxford-street,’’ and he dismissed the action with costs. It is 
noticeable that the plaintiffs called some eight or ten witnesses 
to prove actual deception or confusion. The learned Judge 
discussed the evidence of these witnesses, but did not 
consider that it was sufficient to establish the plaintiffs’ case. 
It is also noticeable that the learned Judge said that ‘‘ there 
was no initial fraud in the formation and naming of the de- 
fendant company, and I do not think, now that all the facts 
are known, that those responsible for it are guilty of any 
wrongful conduct in desiring to continue its operations under 
its present name.’’ In conclusion, we may say that “‘all the 
facts ’’ above mentioned included a number of matters of im- 
portance to the decision of the case which the exigencies of 
space do not permit us to particularize; but we venture to 
think that, on the whole case, the learned Judge’s decision 
was right. 


Lawyers with Military Rank. 

Ir 1s matter of common knowledge that many of the junior 
members of the legal profession, barristers and solicitors, 
having volunteered for military service, have obtained com- 
missions, and, after meritorious service at the front, have been 
advanced to higher military rank. We understand that many 
of these gentlemen do not intend to follow the military pro- 
fession after the close of the war, but propose to return to 
their former occupations. The question presents itself, will 
Captain Beprorp Row or Major Brick Court retain their 
courtesy titles? This seems to be common enough in the 
United States. General BenJamin BuTLer, well known in 
the American Civil War, was a distinguished member of the 
Bar of Massachusetts, and continued in active practice during 
the later years of his life, but was always known and addressed 
by his military title. Any prefix which helps to identify 
persons who bear familiar names has its advantages, and we 
can understand that those who have fought for their country 
do not wish that the fact should be wholly forgotten. But we 
should not be surprised if the arms of the soldier should be 
superseded by the professional gown; in other words, that he 
should decline all public recognition of his military experience. 








Liability for Damage by Animals. 
Tue recent decision of a Divisional Court in Pinn v. Rew 
(Times, 11th inst.) taken in conjunction with the interesting 
case of Clinton v. Lyons (1912, 3 K. B. 198) suggests various 
reflections on the nature of the owner’s liability for the 
vicious acts of an animal. In Pinn v. Rew the defendant, 
through an agent, bought at a market a cow and calf, 
described as ‘‘ quiet ’’ in the sale catalogue; the same agent 
arranged with a drover to drive the animals to the defendant’s 
farm, and the drover in turn delegated this duty to another 
drover. In the event the cow, as it was going along the high- 
way, attacked a woman, and she recovered damages against 
the defendant in the county court. Now, in Clinton v. 
Lyons (supra) the offending animal was a cat, with kittens, 
kept in a teashop; it attacked a dog, and when a customer 
interfered bit her hand; and here, too, the injured person 
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recovered damages in the county court. But in the “‘ cow 
case the Divisional Court has upheld the judgment in the 
plaintiff’s favour, whereas in the “‘ cat’’ case it was reversed. 
Now, in each case it was either proved by evidence or 
assumed that a female animal with young recently born is for 
the time being dangerous. But in neither case would the 
Court accept that fact in itself as sufficient on which to fix 
the owner with liability. It is trite law, of course, that an 
animal fere nature is a dangerous thing which the owner 
must keep at his peril. It is equally trite law that an animal 
mansuete nature, but known by the owner to be vicious, 
such as a savage dog or horse, is treated as an animal fere 
nature so as to fix its owner with liability ; and when scienter 
is proved by shewing that the animal has offended before, 
negligence appears to be presumed without further proof, on 
the doctrine of res ipsa loquitur. 

But neither a cat with kittens, nor a cow with a young calf, 
can be reasonably regarded as a savage animal—at least in 
the absence of a previous “‘ bite ’’ on its part—and therefore 
it would appear to be sound law that the mere ownership of 
such an animal does not of itself, and without further proof of 
actual negligence, impose liability on the owner for a vicious 
act of the creature. At least, so we interpret the decision in 
Clinton v. Lyons (supra), although something may turn on 
the fact that, in the case of a cat with kittens, its vicious 
tendency is displayed towards dogs, not human beings. Since, 
then, the doctrine of ‘‘a dangerous thing’’ which one must 
keep at one’s peril fails, it is necessary to find some other 
ground on which to charge the owner with negligence. In 
inn v. Rew (supra) the Court found this ground in the equally 
well-known rule that he who takes his property on a highway 
must take reasonable care to prevent it from colliding with or 
injuring that of other users. The question whether reason- 
able care has been taken or not is one of fact, and therefore 
the finding by the county court of want of reasonable care was 
upheld. Similarly in Clinton v. Lyons, an attempt was made 
to set up negligence independently of mere ownership of the 
cat. It was contended that the defendants, as occupiers of 
premises, owed a duty to their invitees and licensees to safe- 
guard them against “‘traps.’’ But the Court refused to regard 
a cat with kittens as a hidden danger in the nature of a trap, 
and therefore the occupier was absolved from liability. It only 
remains to point out how the purchaser of the cow and calf 
got fixed with liability for the negligence of the actual drover. 
It was not on the ground of respondeat superior, for the first 
drover was an independent contractor, not a servant, and the 
second drover a mere delegate of the first. But in Holliday v. 
National Telephone Co. (1899, 2 K. B. 392) it was held that 
he who gets work done on or near a highway, which may 
endanger passengers, cannot excuse himself by employing an 
independent contractor to do the work ; he has authorized acts 
which he must know may injure others. And on this narrow 
special ground the Court made the purchaser of the cow liable. 








Assent by Executors. 


In a recent case (Re Robson, Douglass vy. Douglass, 1916, 1 Ch. 
116) Mr. Justice AstsuRY decided a curious point as to the 
effect of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, on the law with regard 
to contingent remainders. The devise in that case was to the 
testator’s daughter Heien during her life, and from and after 
her decease to the use of such of her children in fee simple 
as should attain the age of twenty-one years, and if more than 
one in equal shares as tenants in common. The tenant for 
life died in April, 1915, and the question to be decided was 
whether two children who attained twenty-one after the death 
of the tenant for life were excluded by what has been called 
‘the monstrous doctrine ’’ of Festing y. Allen (12 M. & W. 
279). If all the children had been infants at the time of the 
death of the life tenant, the Contingent Remainders Act, 1877, 
would have applied, but the question whether the Act applies 





where the limitation does not wholly fail as a contingent re- 
mainder has never been decided, and was left open in the 
present case. The actual ground upon which AstTBury, J., 
based his decision is not, it is submitted, satisfactory. The 
learned Judge held that, as the legal estate vested in the execu- 
tors under the Land Transfer Act, 1897, the devise was in 
effect a devise of an equitable estate. This decision might per- 
haps be correct if the executors had never assented to the 
devise, and in that case would be supported by two Australian 
decisions. But in Xe Robson it appears that the executors had 
assented to the devise; and AsTBuRyY, J., was therefore com- 
pelled to rely on a decision of Mauins, V.C., and a dictum of 
NortH, J., for the proposition that the subsequent acquisition 
of the legal estate does not affect the initial immunity from 
destruction enjoyed by an equitable contingent remainder. 
The two cases relied on were both cases of a devise of an 
equity of redemption, and a subsequent reconveyance by the 
mortgagee, and, assuming that they were correct, it is sub- 
mitted that they have no application to the case of an assent 
by an executor. Mr. Justice AsTBuRY in his judgment (1916, 
1 Ch., p. 124) said that ‘‘ from the date of the assent ’’ the 
property vested, and that the equitable contingent remainders 
were clothed with the legal estate ‘‘ from the date of such 
assent.’’ With great deference it is submitted that there is 
a wholly mistaken interpretation of the doctrine of assent. 
The transfer of the legal estate resulting from an assent “‘ is 
made, not by the mere force of the assent of the executor, but 
by virtue of the dispositions of the will which have become 
operative because of this assent’’ (per Lord HALDANE in 
Attenborough v. Solomon, 1913, A. C., at p. 83). These 
dispositions become operative not from the date of the assent, 
but from the death of the testator, because the assent once 
given relates back to the time of the death: see Saunders’ case 
(5 Rep. 12b); Doe v. Guy, 3 East, at p. 125; Williams on 
Executors, 10th ed., p. 1108; Re West (1909, 2 Ch. 
180). This doctrine of the relation back of assent, 
which was clearly enunciated by Swinren Eapy, L.J., 
in Re West (1909, 2 Ch., at pp. 185 and 186), and has never 
before been doubted, seems to have been completely overlooked 
by Astsury, J. Before assent the devisee has only an 
inchoate title, but when once the dispositions of the will have 
become operative by reason of the assent they must, it is sub- 
mitted, be construed and take effect in the same manner in al! 
respects as if the legal estate had never vested in the executor. 
It would seem that the whole doctrine of assent is unsatis- 
factory. Aithough an assent affects the legal estate in land it 
may be given by parol or by conduct. Without any intentional 
fraud on the part of the executor, he may easily have forgotten 
a parol assent, or have failed to appreciate the effect of his 
conduct in letting the devisee into possession. Nevertheless, 
it has been laid down in a number of decisions that a purchaser 
dealing with an executor who is in possession of land or chattels 
is entitled to assume that the executor is discharging his duties 
and performing the obligations of the position which he appears 
to hold ; and not only is the purchaser entitled to assume this, 
but he may not inquire whether any debts remain unpaid or 
require the executor to say that he is duly administering the 
estate. Yet, if the executor has in fact assented, it seems clear 
that the legal estate, being in the devisee, would not pass by 
the executor’s conveyance to the purchaser, and there is not a 
tittle of authority for the proposition that a purchaser with- 
out notice of assent would be protected. The possession of the 
title deeds by the executor after assent might easily be 
accounted for by the fact that they related to other property 
not included in the devise, or that the executor was the solicitor 
of the devisee ; and if the assent has been récently given, it is 
impossible for a purchaser, even if he takes the unusual step 
of making inquiries from tenants, to ascertain whether there 
has been an assent. Moreover, in a large number of cases the 
executor is also tenant for life. An assent to the devise of 4 
life estate operates as an assent to the devise in remainder (see 
Stevenson v. Mayor of Liverpool, L. R. 10 Q. B. 81), and if 
the executor has in fact assented (a question which may depend 
entirely on evidence of conduct), it is conceived that the pur- 





£-— 




















_ April 22, 1916 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 60.] 427 








chaser would only acquire an estate pur autre vie. These 
considerations point to the conclusion that an amendment of 
the Land Transfer Act, 1897, is required excluding the doctrine 
of assent as regards unregistered land. 
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_Industrial Law.—A Handbook of Industrial Law : A Prac- 
tical Legal Guide for Trade Union Officers and Others. By Joun 
Henry GREENWOOD, B.Sc., Barrister-at Law. University of 
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International Law. — International Law Notes. April, 
1916. Stevens & Sons (Limited) ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 9d, 

Review.— Massachusetts Law Quarterly. July, 1916. Massa- 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 


Judicial Committee of the Privy 


Council. 


“THE PANARIELLOS.” 2nd March; 13th April. 


PRIZE LAW—TRADING WITH THE ENEMY—NEUTRAL VESSEL—SHIPPERS A 
French Company—Carco Oricinatty Destinep ror GERMANY— 
LiaBiLity To CAPTURE AND CONFISCATION OF PROPERTY OF ALLIES 
ALLEGED TO HAVE BEEN TRADING WITH THE ENEMY—OBLIGATIONS AS 
To Trapinc Binpinc ConreDERATE STaTes. 


On the outbreak of war, in which a belligerent has allies, the citizens 
of all the allied States are under the same obligations to each allied 
State as its own subjects would be to a single belligerent State with 
relation to intercourse with the enemy. 

Prior to the outbreak of war between Great Britain and her Allies 
and Germany a French company contracted to sell silver lead to a 
Frankfurt firm. The lead was shipped from a neutral State on board 
a neutral vessel. War broke out while the ship was being loaded, but 
she afterwards sailed, her destination being Antwerp and Newcastle. 
By wireless the vessel was ordered by the French firm to proceed to 
Swansea, where the goods were seized and sold. It was admitted that 
at the time of the seizure the property in the lead was still in the 
French company. 

Held, that though the French company had acted bona fide, what 
they had done constituted a trading with the enemy, and their goods 
were confiscable under the above principle of international law. 

Decision of Evans, P. (reported 59 Soxicrrors’ Journax, 399), 
affirmed, 

_Appeal by the claimants from a decree of Sir Samuel Evans, P., 
sitting as Seles of the Prize Court, pronouncing that 1,020 tons of 
silver lead, part of the cargo of the Greek steamship Panariellos to 
have belonged at the time of the seizure to the appellant French com- 
pany, trading with enemies of the Allies, and condemning the pro- 
ceeds of the sale, after confiscation as good and lawful prize as those 
of a British citizen would have been under similar circumstances. 
The facts were, shortly, that prior to the outbreak of war the Gom- 
pagnie Francaise des Mines de Laurium contracted to sell a large 
quantity of silver lead to the German firm of Beer, Sondheimer, & 
Co., Frankfurt. The silver lead was shipped at Ergasteria, in Greece, 
to be delivered on behalf of the purchasers to their customers in 
Belgium and the United Kingdom. War broke out while the ship 
was being loaded, but she sailed on 11th August, 1914, from Ergasteria 
for Antwerp and Newcastle. The French company unsuccessfully 
attempted to stop her, but eventually by wireless directed her captain 
to go to Swansea instead of Newcastle. There the cargo was seized 
and sold. Meanwhile Beer, Sondheimer, & Co. attempted to get 
the bills of lading, and put themselves with that object into communi- 
cation with their London house. Their London manager. saw Baron 
de Catelin, and it was greed that if the lead was delivered to the 
London firm a complete settlement of accounts should follow. The 
London house of Beer, Sondheimer, & Co. was closed by order of 
the Government, and Baron de Catelin held no further communication 
with them, and made other arrangements for the disposal of the 





cargo. 

The appeal was heard before Lords Parker, SuMNER, PaRMoor, 
Wrensvry, and Sir Arraur CHANNELL, and judgment reserved. ‘The 
judgment of the Committee was delivered by 

Lord Sumner, who, after stating the facts, said the questions which it 
was necessary to deal with were :—(1) Whether at any time the goods 
condemned were engaged in trading with the enemy, and (2) whether 
such trading had not ended before seizure, so that the goods were no 
longer liable to condemnation. In their lordships’ opinion the dis- 
patch of the ore from Ergasteria for delivery as directed by Beer, 





Sondheimer, & Co., of Frankfurt, and for their benefit, engaged 
the — in forbidden intercourse with the enemy. It was true ‘that 
on shipment the consignors retained the indicia of title to the goods 
and the jus disponendi over them; that the lead ore was shipped for 
discharge at an English port, and that the enemy buyers selected, as 
the actual recipients of the ore, a firm in London which had a manager 
there who, though not licensed to trade, was tolerated, since for some 
days his business premises were not officially closed. Indeed, that 
agent was informed by the Board of Trade that he needed no licence ; 
but that advice was given on the express representation that he in- 
tended to trade only in the United Kingdom or with Allied or 
neutral countries. Their lordships being of opinion that the ore was 
so shipped as to be engaged in commercial intercourse with the enemy, 
the burden was upon the claimants to establish that subsequently such 
events happened or such a course was taken as effectually relieved 
it from liability to forfeiture. The alteration of the port of delivery 
certainly did not constitute an abandonment of the old voyage and 
an undertaking of a new one. Not as an exercise of dominion over 
the goods, so as to change their character, but largely at the instance 
and for the safety of the ship, a Bristol Channel port was substituted for 
a North-East Coast port. If the destination of the ore was for enemy 
hands and enemy control, that change did not affect it. The appellants 
had failed to discharge their obligation to shew that the engagement 
of the ore in enemy trading had been abandoned in time. The learned 
President in his judgment stated that ‘‘the Baron de Catelin dis- 
avowed with emphasis any intention in these transactions to do any- 
thing which would be helpful to the enemy or prejudicial to this 
country,’’ and accepted the disavowal. Their lordships did so, too, 
and they recognized further that Baron de Catelin found his company 
engaged in a financial difficulfy of considerable magnitude, from which 
it was not easy to extricate it without loss, and probably only desired 
to protect its interests in a way which appeared to him to be void of 
illegality or offence. Those, however, were considerations which, though 
weighty, could only be addressed to the clemency of the Crown. They 
could not affect the judgment which a Court of Prize, strictly adminis- 
tering the universal rule as it found it, was bound to pronounce in the 
grave case of trading with the enemy. Their lordships would therefore 
humbly advise His Majesty that this appeal should be dismissed, but, 
as the Procurator-General made no submission that costs should be 
allowed, without costs.—Counset, for the appellants, Sir Robert Finlay, 
K.C., Aspinall, K.C., and PR. A. Wright; for the respondent (the 
Crown), Sir G. Cave, 8.-G., and Ricketts. Soricrrors, Rehder & 
Higgs; The Treasury Solicitor. 
[Reported by Ersxine Rei, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Appeal. 
MONTGOMERY v. BLOWS. No.1. 15th, 16th, and 27th March. 


Worxkmen’s ComPENSATION—PartiAt DepeNDENCY—HvsBAND AND WIFE 
—Wire’s Farner TAKEN IN AS Lopcer at A Fixep Weekty SumM— 
Wire Acent or Hussanp To Recerve Money—No DepPenpENCYy_ IN 
Fact—WokkKMEN’s CompENsATION Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 13. 
A married woman, living with and supported by her husband out of 

his earnings, with his consent took in her father, who was earning con- 

siderably aay as alodger, he paying her a fixed weekly sum for 
board, lodging, and attendance, and giving certain assistance in kind, 
which together afforded her a small profit. The father, having met 
his death by accident arising out of, and in the course of, his employ- 

ment, , 

Held, that the county court judge was right in holding on the facts 
that the woman was not dependent at all on her father’s earnings. 

Appeal by the applicant, claiming as a dependant, from an award of 
the county court judge at Romford. The appellant was a married 
woman living with her husband, and had five young children. The 
husband earned on an average £2 9s.-@ week, but he told his wife 
that his earnings were only Ws., out of which he allowed her 23s. 
for housekeeping. For some five years before the accident the appel 
lant had boarded and lodged her father as a member of the family 
for 13s. a week. She did his washing, but he gave her and her hus- 
band some clothes, and used to mend the boots of the household. His 
average earnings were £1 a week. The father met with his death by 
accident arising out of, and in the course of, the employment, and the 
appellant claimed compensation, as being partially dependent upon 
him. The county court judge found she was not a dependant, on the 
grounds (1) that she was wholly dependent on her husband ; (2) that 
any profits which resulted from taking in the father as lodger in law 
belonged to the husband ; (3) that the relation between the parties was 
one depending purely on contract. The applicant appealed. Cur. 
adv. vult. 

Tue Court dismissed: the appeal. 

Pumimmore, L.J., having stated the facts, said it was contended 
that the learned judge had mistaken the rule of law. He agreed 
that the mere fact that the daughter received this money under con- 
tract was not a sufficient bar to her claim as a dependant. In every 
case in which a wage-earner, not being husband or wife, lived with 
his relations and contributed regularly towards the family house- 
keeping, the legal nexus might be rightly deemed one of contract, but 
the overplus beyond the cost of the maintenance might be a gift and 
might constitute the receiver, if in a sufficiently close family relation 








428 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. April 22, 1916 








a dependant under the Act. But the decision of the learned judge 
rested on more solid ground Dependency was a question af fact : 
Main Collie ry Co. (Limited) v. Davies (1900, A. C. 358), New Monckton 
Collieries (Limited) vy. Keeling (1911, A. C. 648). Here the upkeep of 
the family cost £1 16s. a week, plus whatever the husband might 
require for himself, which might be put at 7s. a week—a total of £2 3s. 
The income of the family was £2 9s. plus the 13s., making £3 2s., 
coy the value of the father’s gifts and services. The loss caused by 
1is death was only 3s, a week. That loss, in his lordship’s opinion, 
The contract was made with the wife, but as 
If there was a saving on the housekeeping 
allowance the money saved would be the husband’s: Barrack v. 
McCulloch (3 K. & J. 110), Birkett v. Birkett (52 Souicrrors’ Journat, 
241; 24 T. L. R. 284) The wife did not depend upon this three 
shillings as part of her income or means of living. It might be said 
that the husband did depend upon it as part of his income, using that 
word in a larger sense, but the husband was not a dependant. The 
wife had no ‘actual pecuniary loss through her father’s death,” per 
Lord Robson in New Monckton Collieries v. Keeling (supra). The 
husband, instead of making his wife his agent to receive the money 
paid by her father, might have taken it himself and then allowed her 
what was thought proper out of the total income, but that was a mere 
question of accountancy. The application was an endeavour to convert 
the husband into a dependant of the wife’s father, and it failed. 
Lord Macnaghten’s language in Hodgson v. West Stanley Colliery 
(1910, A. C. 229, at p. 236) was appropriate : ‘‘ What the family was, 
in fact, earning, what the family was, in fact, spending, for the pur- 
pose of its maintenance as a family, seems to me to be the only thing 
which the county court judge could properly regard”; only here the 
earning family included one who was not a dependant. As the county 
court judge said, the husband carried on the house and provided the 
whole means of living, and if any profit came from the money the 
husband was entitled to it. If there was any dependency it was the 
dependency of the husband. The appeal would be dismissed. 
SARGANT, J., delivered judgment to the same effect, and Lord Cozens- 
Harpy, M.R., concurred.—Counsen, O'Malley; T. E. Haydon. 
Soricrrors, William Daybell, Stratford; Rising & Ravenscroft. — 
[Reported by H. Laneronp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


fell on the husband. 
agent for her husband. 


SCOTT v. PEARSON. No.1. 15th, 24th, and 31st March. 


Workmen’s Compensation—‘ Lnsury By AcctpEnt ’’—D1sease—CaTTre 
RiInGWoRM—CONTAGION FROM ANIMALS—WoORKMEN’S COMPENSATION 
Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 1 (1), 

1 young woman employed to feed calves on a farm claimed compensa- 
tion for injury and adduced evidence to prove that she 
had been infected with “ cattle ringworm ” by contact. in the course of her 
duties with calves which were suffering from that disease. The county 
court qudqe, without calling on the respondent, held that, assuming the 
applicants’ evidence to be she had not proved any injury by 
within the Act, and that, as cattle ringworm was not an 
industrial disease, she could not recover. 

Held, that as disease may be contracted by accident, he had mis- 
directed himself, and the case must be remitted to him to be properly 
tried. ; 

Brintons (Limited) v. Turvey (1905, A. C. 230) applied. 


Appeal by the applicant from an award of the county court judge at 
Alnwick. The applicant was a girl employed on a farm, and one of 
her duties was to take food to calves enclosed in a pen. When she 
opened the door of the pen the calves used to collect around her and 
push against her, and she had to keep them off either with her arms or 
a stick. Early in February, 1916, according to her evidence, she noticed 
some scabs on the necks of one or two of the calves. On 13th Feb- 
ruary she found that she had got something the matter with her arms, 
and consulted a doctor, who diagnosed “ cattle ringworm,” a fungoid 
growth which, there was evidence, was affecting one or more of the 
calves, and which could be communicated by contagion to a human 
being. There was no evidence that she had, until then, any knowledge 
that the calves were infected with the disease in question, or knew that 
it could be communicated. The county court judge, without calling upon 
the respondent, and without any cross-examination of the applicant, 
dismissed her claim, on the ground that it was not a case of injury by 
accident, but of disease, and that as cattle ringworm was not scheduled 


hy accident, 


true, 


acetdent 


as an industria] disease she could not recover any compensation. The 
applicant appealed, and counsel on her behalf relied on Brintons 
(Limited) v. Turvey (1905, A. C. 230) (the ‘‘ anthrax ”’ case), and Glas- 


gow Coal Co. (Limited) v. Welsh (ante, p. 336). Cur. adv. vult. 


Tue Court allowed the appeal, 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said the applicant was a young woman 
employed as a farm servant, whose duty it was to look after and feed 
It was admitted that the calves had ringworm in the 
early part of February. The doctor whom she consulted reported that 
it was a case of ‘“‘cattle ringworm,’’ which was distinguishable from 
ordinary ringworm. It was a fungus growth, and might be contracted 
from the calves, who would be likely to push against Ler, or it might 
be conveyed by a stick which she used to keep them in their pen. The 
applicant, her father, and her doctor, were all examined, and their 
evidence was to the effect above stated. But the cross-examination was 
in each case, by the judge’s direction, “‘ reserved,’’ and, in fact, there 
was no cross-examination, for the county court judge did act call upon 
the respondent. His view, apparently, was that 1t was a case of disease, 


young calves. 





and not an industrial disease within section 8, and that therefore there 
could be no “injury by accident.’’ With respect, ais jordship thought 
this was an error. The anthrax case, Brintons (Limited) v. Turvey (1905, 
A. C. 230) was decisive on the point, and the very recent case in the 
House of Lords of Glasgow Coal Co. (Limited) v. Welsh (60 Soxicrrors’ 
JouRNAL, 336; 32 T. L. R. 359) was another strong instance. There a 
miner contracted severe rheumatism through having to stand for hours 
up to his chest in water which he had been directed to bale out, and 
it was held to be an accident arising out of the employment. It by no 
means followed that the applicant would establish her claim to an award 
when the case had been fully tried out. But assuming the witnesses 
spoke the truth—as the learned judge assumed—there was a case which 
called for an answer by cross-examination, and probably by direct 
evidence. The notes with which the Court had been furnished were 
meagre. It was not suggested that the period between the appearance 
of the ringworm in the calves and 13th February was either too long or 
too short for the recognised period of incubation, whatever it might be, 
or that the applicant had been in contact with any other diseased cattle. 
The applicant must satisfy the arbitrator that there had been an accident 
within the meaning given to the word in Fenton v. Thorley & Co. (1913, 
A. C. 443), namely, contact with the diseased calves either directly or 
indirectly through a stick, upon a date fixed with reasonable certainty, 
and that such accident conveyed the cattle ringworm to her. If those 
facts were established, there was no legal difficulty in making an award 
in her favour. The case must go back to the county court judge for a 
complete trial. 

Puiurmore, L.J., who said that idiopathic disease, though developed 
in the course of the employment, was not an accident (Eke v. Hart-Dyke, 
1910, 2 K. B. 677), but certain infectious diseases might be contracted 
by an accident or series of accidents, and 

Sarcant, J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—CounseL, MH 
man Gregory, K.C., and Fletcher (for Basil Watson, on active service) ; 
Shakespeare. Soticrrors, A. EL. Pratt, for Charles Percy & Son, Aln 
wick ; William Hurd & Son, for Watson, Burton, & Cooper, Newcastle- 


upon-Tyne. 
[Reported by H. Lanerorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


HEWLETT v. GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY CO. No. 2. 
2\st and 22nd March. 


Nuisance—Ossrruction or Highway By Posts ERECTED UNDER STATU- 
tory AuTHORITY—ReDvcTIoN IN LiGHTING—TaAxXI-CAB COLLIDES WITH 
Post in THE Dark—Action By Driver ror Damaces—Great CEN- 
TRAL Raiway Act, 1902 (2 Ep. 7, c. 135), s. 3l—Derence or THE 
Reatm Consotrpation Act, 1914 (5 Geo. 5, c. 5), s. 1—ReGuiations 
MADE UNDER THAT ACT. 

The defendants, a railway company, some years ago erected at the 
entrance of one of their stations gates and posts, which in an action 
were held to be a nuisance and an obstruction of the highway. As the 
result of that action the company obtained an Act to entitle them to 
maintain these gates and posts, but the Act was silent as to any duty 
to light the place, which duty therefore remained with the public 
authority. By regulations made under the Defence of the Realm Act, 
1914, the lighting was so reduced, and the place was 80 dark, that a 
taxi-cab driver, when driving his cab into the station, was unable to 
see one of the posts, and ran his cab into it. In an action to recover 
damages for injury to the cab the jury awarded the plaintiff £50. 

Heid, that, although by virtue of their private Act, the defendants 
had a statutory — to maintain the gates and posts, yet that that 
right did not absolve them from the duty to act with reasonable care 
fox the protection of the public in circumstances which might from 
time to time be existing. And as they had not taken any means, in 
view of the regulations for lighting the streets, to protect the public, 
they had committed a breach of duty in respect of which the plaintiff 
was entitled to recover. 

Decision of Darling, J. (noted ante, p. 316), affirm :d. 

Application by the defendants for judgment or new trial in an action 
tried before Darling, J., and a special jury. The plaintiff, a taxi-cab 
driver, recovered £50 against the defendants for damage done to his 
taxi-cab, which ran into a post and refuge at the entrance of Maryle 
bone Station, owing to the place being insufficiently lighted or pro- 
tected by the defendants. By their private Act the defendants were 
empowered to maintain in the condition in which they then were the 

ts in question, and as the duty of lighting the place was vested in 
the Macylebene Corporation, the defendants said they were under no 
obligation to light. By regulations made under the Defence of the 

Realm Consolidation Act, 1914, the lighting of the streets had been 

diminished, and the plaintiff's case was that the posts should have 

been whitened or red lamps exhibited, and that the defendants, having 
taken no steps to protect vehicles using the road, they had been guilty 
of negli 

Lord 
breach of duty by the defendants. ; sec 
of 1902, which empowered them to maintain these posts, no duty wi 
imposed upon the company as to lighting. The defendants had obtained 
this Act in order to enable them to maintain these posts, which, but 
for the Statute, would have been held to be a nuisance and an obstruc- 
tion. They contended that, as under the Metropolis Management Act, 
1855, and other legislation, the duty of lighting the place was on the 
public authority—the Marylebone Corporation in this case—and as the 
place was not properly lighted by the corporation, there might be a 
breach of duty on the part of the public authority ; but there was no 


ence. 
‘Reavina, C.J., said the question was, whether there was 4 
By section 31 of their private Act 


As 











tH 


HE 
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such duty on themselves. He was of opinion that the question of 
liability to light did not exhaust the defendants’ liability. Notwith- 
standing that the private Act gave the defendants authority to main- 
tain the gates and posts, it did not absolve them from the duty to 
act with reasonable care for the protection of the public in the circum- 
stances which might from time to time be existing (see per Lord Black- 
burn in Geddis v. Proprietors of Bann Reservoir, 3 App. Cas. 430, at 
p. 455). So long as the lighting was sufficient, there was no breach of 
duty in not taking precautions he the safety of the public; but it was 
a fallacy to suppose that there was no such duty, should new and un- 
foreseen circumstances arise. As the defendants had failed to take any 
such steps when the lighting order came into force, they had committed 
a breach of their duty, ond the appeal failed. 

Warrincton, L.J., and Scrutton, J., gave judgment to the like 
effect, and the appeal was dismissed with costs.—Counsex, for the 
company, Gordon Hewart, K.C., and Barrington Ward ; for the respon- 
dent, W. A. Jowitt. Sotrcrrors, Dizon H. Davies ; Oswald S. Hickson. 

[Reported by Erskine Rep, Bacrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
ROWLEY v. DESBOROUGH. Neville, J. 24th March. 
Practice—REcEIVER—SECURITY. 


The order appointing a receiver and manager, or receiver or manager, 
with liberty to act at once, should be drawn up in the Chancery Division 
in such form that, if security is not given within twenty-one days there- 
after, the appointment will automatically lapse. 


This was a case in which the plaintiff moved for the appointment of 
a receiver, naming a specific person, and asked that he be at liberty 
to act at once. The action was one to take accounts of certain trusts, 
of which the defendants had acted as agents for very many years. The 
facts are of no interest for the purposes of this note. 


Nevittz, J., made the order, and directed security to be given 
within twenty-one days, and then made the following remarks :—I 
wish it to be understood that, unless the security is given within the 
twenty-one days, the appointment will not take effect. I have recently 
ascertained that security is sometimes not given within the time limited, 
which occasions further applications to the Court. In one case I find 
that the receiver was in possession for fifteen months before his 
security was completed. I have now seen the senior registrar and 
arranged, at any rate so far as this Court is concerned, that in future, 
on an application for a receiver and manager, or receiver or manager, 
the order will be in a form that, if security is not given within twenty- 
one days, the appointment will automatically drop. The registrar in- 
forms me that fourteen days does not give sufficient time.—CouNsEL, 
Whinney; J. M. Stone. Soricrrors, Adams & Adams; Desborough 
& Co. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re HATCHAM MOTOR GARAGE CO. (LIM.). Neville, J. 28th March. 


ComPpANY—WINDING-UP—SERVICE OF PetTITION—Company (WINDING- 
uP) Rures, 1909, R. 28. 


lt is not sufficient for the affidavit of service of a petition to state 
that the deponent found the office closed and could not find “any 
Officer or servant’ of the company there, but such affidavit must con- 
form strictly with Rule 28 of Company (Winding-wp) Rules, 1909, 
and must state that the deponent could not find ‘“‘ any member, officer, or 
servant’ there. 


This was a petition for compulsory winding-up of a company by a 
judgment creditor for a very large amount. The company did not 
appear. Rule 28 of the Company (Winding-up) Rules, 1909, provides 
as follows :—‘‘ Every petition shall, unless presented by the company, 
be served upon the company at the registered office (if any) of the 
company, and if there is no registered office, then at the principal or 
last-known place of business of the company if any such can be 
found, by leaving a copy with any member, officer, or servant of the 
company there, or in case no such member, officer, or servant can be 
found, then by leaving a copy at such registered office or principal place 
of business.’’ The petitioner asked for an order. His affidavit of ser- 
vice stated that when the deponent attended at the registered office of 
the company to serve the petition he found the office closed, and as he 
could not find “‘ any officer or servant’”’ of the company there he put 
a copy of the petition in the company’s letter-box. The affidavit, how 
ever, did not state, as was, in fact, the case, that he had failed to find 
any member of the company upon the premises. 

Nevittz, J., after stating the facts, said : Rule 28 as to service must 
be strictly complied with. I will make the usual compulsory winding- 
up order, subject to production to the registrar by the deponent of 
another affidavit stating that when he attended to serve the petition 
at the registered office of the company he did not find any member of 
the company there.—CounszL, J. R. Northcote. Soricrtors, Keene, 
Marsland, & Co. 





[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


King’s Bench Division. 


HOOLE URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL v. FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT 
CO. OF MARYLAND. Bailhache,]. 15th November. 


PRINCIPAL AND SURETY—BOND FoR PERFORMANCE OF ConTRACT—DIsPUTE 
BETWEEN ParTIES REFERRED TO ARBITRATION—CONTRACTOR ORDERED 
To Pay tHe Costs—LiaBiLity or SURETY. 


The plaintiffs employed a contractor to carry out certain works, and 
the defendants, as sureties for the contractor, gave a bond for the due 
performance by him of the terms of the contract. Disputes arose, 
which were referred to arbitration, and the arbitrator gave judgment 
for the plaintiffs, and ordered the contractor to pay the costs. The 
contract did not contain any provision that the contractor would pay 
the plaintiffs the costs of any proceedings that might take place between 
him and the plaintiffs if he was unsuccessful and was ordered to pay 
them. The plaintiffs sued the defendants on their bond for the amount 
of the judgment and the costs. 

Held, that as the liability of the contractor to pay the costs was the 
result of the arbitration, and was not due to any promise contained in 
the contract, the defendants were not liable. 


Trial of an action before Bailhache, J., without a jury. By a con- 
tract dated the 24th September, 1912, the plaintiff council employed a 
contractor to execute certain sewage works, and by a bond given on 
the same date the defendants bound themselves in a sum of £500, as 
sureties for the contractor, that he would perform, fulfil and keep all 
the terms and conditions of the contract. The contract did not contain 
any provision that the contractor would pay the plaintiffs the costs 
of any proceedings that might take place between him and the plaintiffs 
if he was unsuccessful and was ordered to pay them. Disputes arose 
between the plaintiff council and the contractor as to the performance 
of work under the contract, and the contractor brought an action against 
the plaintiff council, in which he claimed that the sum of £603 was due 
to him under the contract. The council admitted that the sum of £152 
was due to him, and they paid this amount into court, but they denied 
that he was entitled to anything further, and they counterclaimed for 
£329 as damages for his failing to complete part of the work and 
in respect of damage caused to the property of third parties by the 
bursting of a sewer due to the onsliguoe of the contractor, which 
damage the council had had to make good. By consent the disputes 
were referred to arbitration, and the arbitrator found that the eon- 
tractor was only entitled to the £152 paid into court, and that the 
council were entitled to recover the £329, the amount of their counter- 
claim. He therefore gave judgment for the council for the balance 
of £177, and ordered the contractor to pay the costs. The costs were 
taxed at £398, which sum, added to the £177 damages, exceeded the 
amount of the bond. The council then brought this action against the 
defendants to recover the amount of the bond. The defendants 
admitted their liability for the damages, but denied that they were 
liable for the costs. It was contended for the plaintiffs that, as the 
bond was given to guarantee the proper fulfilment of the contract by 
the contractor, it was intended to cover everything for which the con- 
tractor might be liable in the event of a breach of the contract, and 
that, as it was reasonable in contracts of this kind to suppose that 
proceedings might take place between the parties, the costs necessarily 
incurred by such proceedings were a liability covered by the bond. 
For the defendants it was contended that the failure of the contractor 
to pay the costs was not a breach of the terms of contract which the 
defendants guaranteed, as, there was no provision in the contract that 
he would pay the costs of any proceedings between the plaintiffs and 
himself in which he was unsuccessful. The liability of the contractor 
for the costs wag solely the result of the arbitrator’s decision, and the 
defendants could not be held liable under their bond. 

Bartnacne, J., in giving judgment for the defendants, said there 
was a good deal of truth in the plaintiffs’ contention that it wag in 
the natural course of things that, whén a contract of this description 
came to be finished, there should be disputes between the parties, and 
that it was reasonable to submit those disputes to arbitration, and that, 
as the costs were incurred as the result of a reasonable course of con- 
duct, which must have been in the contemplation of the parties when 
they made the contract, the plaintiffs were entitled to ask that the 
costs should be added to the damages due to them under the contract. 
No doubt the course taken by the plaintiffs was reasonable, and if, 
before the costs had been incurred, the plaintiffs had given the 
defendants notice of the disputes and of the intention to refer them 
to arbitration, and if the defendants had then, either expressly or 
impliedly, requested the plaintiffs to proceed with the arbitration, the 
defendants might have been liable for the costs; but that liability 
would not have been due to the conditions of the bond, but to the 
express or implied request. Here no such notice was given, and there 
was no express or implied request, and the only question was whether 
the defendants were liable under the terms of the bond. The condition 
of the bond was that the contractor should ‘‘ perform, fulfil and keep 
all and every the clauses, terms, conditions and stipulations ’’ of the con- 
tract. Was the failure by the contractor to pay the costs a breach of 
his contract? As a rule, when costs had to be paid as the result of 
an action or an arbitration, they fell to be paid by reason of the judg- 
ment given in the action or of the arbitrator’s award, and not by 
reason of the contract out of which the dispute arose which was the 
subject-matter of the action or the arbitration. He had looked very 
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carefully through the contract, but had been unable to find in it any 
promise by the contractor to pay any costs which might be awarded 
against him in an action or an arbitration. The course taken by the 
plaintiffs was perfectly justified and eminently reasonable, but as he 
could not find any contractual undertaking by the contractor to pa 
the costs, he came to the conclusion that he could not add them to the 
amount of the damages which were awarded, and make the defendants 
pay them under their bond. Judgment for defendants.—Counsen, 
Leslie Scott, K.C., and Caradog Rees; A. Roche, K.C., and McCardie. 
os Austin & Austin, for A. BE. Caldecutt, Chester; Broad 
& Co. 
[Reported by L. H. Banyes, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
“THE PONTOPOROS.” Sir Samuel Evans, P. 20th March ; 
3rd April. 


Prize Law—Nevurrat Sure CapturED BY THE ENEMY—SUBSEQUENTLY 
DeTAINED IN ATTENDANCE ON Enemy Suip—Recarture anp RELEasE 
BY British SHr—Ciam ror SALVAGE. 


The general rule that no salvage is due for recapture of neutral 
vessels, upon the principle that the liberation of a bond-fide neutral 
from the hands of the enemy is no beneficial service to the neutral, was 
heid not to apply in the case of the capture of a Greek ship by the 
Germans, on the ground that the Germans had sullied their character by 
a gross violation of the law of nations. 

It was held, that where the notorious German ship The Emden had 
captured the Greek ship The Pontoporos on 10th September, carrying 
contraband of war (coal) to a British port, and detained her in attend- 
ance upon her till 12th October, with threats to sink her tf her crew 
did not work in accordance with the orders of the German prize crew, 
and a British ship had recaptured The Pontoporos, that upon the strict- 
est legal grounds, and also upon every ground of equitable dealing, the 
restitution to the Greek owners upon recapture should have been upon 
payment by them of reasonabje salvage, which the Court fixed at one- 
sizth of the value of the vessel. 


The judgment of Lord Stowell in The Sansom (6 C. Rob., at p. 413) 
applied. 


This was a claim by the officers and crew of H.M.S. Yarmouth to 
recover remuneration for the salvage and recapture from the Germans 
of the Greek steamship Zhe Pontoporos, which had been captured by 
he Emden. and kept in attendance upon her for five weeks. The 
Pontoporos was on a voyage from Calcutta to Karachi, with a cargo 
of coal aboard belonging to British merchants, when she was cap- 
tured by 7’he Emden on 10th September, 1914. On 12th October, while 
the coal was being transferred from The Pontoporos to The Marko- 
mannia, which was acting as a supply ship to The Emden, His 
Majesty’s ship Yarmouth came up and recaptured her, and she was 
subsequently handed over to her pwners. 

Sir Samoet Evans, P., after stating the facts, said: By the law 
of nations the general rule is that no salvage is due for the recapture 
of neutral vessels, upon the principle that the liberation of a bond- 
fide neutral from the hands of the enemy is no beneficial service to the 
neutral, as the same enemy would be compelled by the tribunals of 
his own country to make restitution of the property thus unjustly 
seized (see Wheaton: Irna, para. 364). To this general rule, how- 
ever, an important exception has been made for more than a century 
in the case where the vessel recaptured was practically liable to be 
confiscated by the enemy, whether rightfully or wrongfully. Lord 
Stowell explains the foundation of this rule and the ground for the 
exception in his judgment in the case of The Sansom (6 C. Rob., at 
p. 413). This exception has been generally recognized since that time 
(see Wheaton, par. 366, and Wildman’s International Law, Vol. 2, 
p. 286). The Pontoporos was captured by The Emden on 10th Septem- 
ber, and was kept in attendance upon her, or upon her supply ship, 
The Markomannia, until 12th October, a period of nearly five weeks. 
During a part of this time, for ten or twelve days or more, the captain 
had been imprisoned or confined in his cabin. He and his crew had 
been in turn threatened, bribed, or cajoled into working according to 
the orders of the prize crew. There had been threats to sink the ship, 
and if it had suited those in charge of the German cruiser, after taking 
away all the cargo, and after making any further use they wished of 
the vessel and her crew, the ship would have been sunk. As to the 
rest, the German cruiser never intended to take or send the neutral ship 
to a German prize court for a judicial determination whether she ought 
to be condemned. If otherwise by some remote fortuity her case had 
ever come to be adjudicated upon before such a court, enough has come to 
the knowledge of this Court, from the cases cited in argument and from 
other cases, to satisfy the Court that the chances of her owners of obtain- 
ing restitution would be as nothing. The “‘ presumption which is to be 
entertained in favour of every State which has not sullied its character 
by a gross violation of the law of nations” (The Sansom) can no longer 
be expected to avail the State of the original captors. Under Article 
113 of the German Prize Code the commander of the cruiser would be 
entitled to destroy the neutral vessel if he considered it subject to con- 








demnation for carrying contraband, and if ages the vessel into port 
would subject the cruiser to da’ or be liable to impede the success 
of its operations; and this wo be assumed if the captured vessel 
could not follow the war vessel and was therefore liable to recapture, or 
if the proximity of the enemy forces gave ground for a fear of 
recapture. The recapture of The Pontoporos in these circumstances 
saved the ship for its owners from condemnation in any prize proceed- 
ings, and from the almost certain risk of destruction i A were dealt 
with upon the high seas without even the opportunity of placing her 
case before any judicial tribunail. Upon the strictest legal grounds, as 
well as upon every ground of equitable dealing, I decide that restitution 
to the Greek owners on recapture should have been upon payment of 
reasonable salvage. For such salvage I award one-sixth of the value, 
which is £7,333.—CounsmL, F. N. R. Laing, K.C., and Lewis Noad ; 
Dawson Miller, K.C., and D. Stephens. Sottcrrors, Arthur Tyler, for 
the plaintiffs; Downing, Handcock, Middleton, & Lewis, for the 
defendants. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrieter-at-Lew.] 








New Orders, &c 


Lord Chancellor's Office, 
11th April, 1916. 


Rules of the Supreme Court. 


The following draft Rules are published pursuant to the Rules Pub- 
lication Act, 1893 :— 


Tue Rvuves or tHe Supreme Court (Poor Persons), 1914, Amenp- 
MENT, 1916, patep 10TH Apriz, 1916. 


1. Rule 3ln of Order XVI. of the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, 
as amended by the Rules of the Supreme Court (Poor Persons), 1914, 
is hereby repealed, and the following Rule shall stand in lieu thereof, 
Vi. == 

31n. No person admitted to sue or defend or be a party to any 
legal proceedings as a Poor Person, nor any Solicitor or Counsel 
assigned to on Poor Person under these Rules shall discontinue, 
settle, or compromise such proceedings without the leave of the 
Court or a Judge. 

2. These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court 
(Poor Persons), 1914, Amendment Rules, 1916. : 

Copies may be obtained on application at the Official Sale Agents, 
Messrs. Wyman and Sons, Limited, 29, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
London, E.C. 





Supreme Court of Judicature. 
RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT. 


1. Rule 2 (a) of the Rules of the Supreme Court dated 18th December, 
1914, shall be amended by adding Bristol to the excepted towns therein 
mentioned, and the whole of Rule 2 of the said Rules as so amended 
shall be incorporated in Order XXXVI. of the Rules of the Supreme 
Court, 1883, as Rule Is of that Order. 

2. Order XXXVI., Rule 22, is hereby annulled and the following 
Rule shall stand in lieu thereof :— 


After notice of trial has been given of any cause, matter, or 
issue to be tried elsewhere than in London or Middlesex. Manchester, 
Liverpool, and such other places as the Lord Chancellor shall from 
time to time direct, either party may, at any time, in the case of 
Leeds, Birmingham, Bristol, Cardiff, and Swansea, not less than 
seven days, and in all other places (except as hereinbefore ex- 
cepted) not less than twenty-one days before the day proposed for 
the Commission day at such place in the Order in Council on that 
swbject in force for the time being enter the trial at the next Assizes 
in the District Registry (if any) of the city or town where the 
trial is to be had or with the Associate. No later entry shall be 
allowed, except by leave of a Judge going that Circuit, or by order 
of a Judge at Chambers, subject to the consent of a Judge going 
that Circuit. 

3. These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court, 
January, 1916. 

Dated, the 10th April, 1916. 

Buckmaster, C. 

Reapine, C.J. 
Cozens-Harpy, M.R. 
W. Picxrorp, L.J. 
R. M. Bray, J. 
T. E. Scrurton, J. 
Cas. H. Sarcant, J. 
P. Ocpsn LawRENCE, 
Henry A. McCarpie. 
Wa. H. WiInTERBOTHAM. 
C. H. Morton. 


(Signed) 
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Indictment (Criminal Informations and Inquisi- 
tions) Rules, 1916. 


RULES RELATING TO CRIMINAL INFORMATIONS AND INQUISITIONS, DATED 
THE TENTH DAY OF APRIL, 1916, UNDER THE INDICTMENTS Act, 1915, 
MADE BY THE RuLE CoMMITTEE ESTABLISHED UNDER THAT ACT. 


We, the Rule Committee established under Section 2 of the Indict- 
ments Act, 1915 (hereinafter called “the Act’’), hereby make the 
following Rules :— 

1. Rule 1 (5) in the First Schedule to the Act shall not apply to 
Criminal Informations in the High Court. 

Rule 2 in the First Schedule to the Act shall apply to such Criminal 
Informations, substituting for the words ‘‘ Presentment of the Grand 
Jury ’’ the words “ Criminal Information filed by the King’s Aftorney- 
General ”’ or ‘‘ The King’s Coroner and Attorney.”’ 

2. The King’s Attorney-General or any person procuring any Criminal 
Information to be exhibited, received, or filed at the Crown Office shall 
deliver to the Master of the Crown Office a true copy thereof for each 
accused person who shall on request be supplied therewith free of charge. 

3.—(1) Rule 1 (5) and Rule 2 in the First Schedule to the Act shall 
not apply to Coroners’ Inquisitions. 

(2) In Coroners’ Inquisitions the form of Inquisition provided by the 
Coroners Act, 1887, may be used with such alterations as may be made 
under that Act, but any offence charged therein shall be stated in 
accordance with the form of indictment relating thereto prescribed by 
the Indictment Rules, 1915-16. 

4. It shall be the duty of the Clerk of Assize to supply on request 
free of charge to a person committed for trial on a Coroner’s Inquisition 
a copy of so much of the Inquisition as charges him with an offence, 
and the cost of such copy shall be treated as part of the costs of the 
re ¥ for the purpose of Section 1 of the Costs in Criminal Cases 
Act, 1908. 

5. Except as in these Rules otherwise provided the Indictment Rules, 
1915-16, relating to Indictments shall apply to Criminal Informations 
in the High Court and to Inquisitions and also to any plea, replication, 
or other pleading relating thereto. 

6.—(1) These Rules may be cited as the Indictment (Criminal Informa- 
tions and ery ules, 1916, and together with the Indictment 
Rules, 1915, and the Indictment Rules, 1916, as the Indictment Rules, 
1915-16. 

(2) These Rules shall not apply to Criminal Informations in the High 
Court filed before the 1st day of May, 1916, nor to Inquisitions found 
before that’date, nor to the trial of any person upon any such Criminal 
Information or inquisition. 


And we the said Rule Committee hereby certify under the Rules 
Publication Act, 1893, that, on account of urgency, the said Rules should 
come into immediate operation, and we hereby make the said Rules 
to come into operation forthwith as Provisional Rules. 

10th April, 1916. 

Reapine, C.J. 
Horace E, Avory. 
Ropert WALLACE. 
Raicu. D. Murr. 

H. STerHen. 

W. B. Prosser. 

HERBERT AUSTIN. 
Approved, Buckmaster, C. 


Rules of the Supreme Court. 


Lord Chancellor's Office, 
12th April, 1916. 


INDUSTRIAL AND Provipent Societies Acts, 1393 tro 1913. 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the Rules Publication Act, 1893, 
that it is proposed to make Rules with reference to appeals from the 
_— under the Industrial and Provident Societies Acts, 1893 to 

13. 


Copies of the draft Rules may be obtained on application at the 
office of the Chief Registrar of Friendly Societies, Dean Stanley Street, 
Westminster, London, 8. W. 





Lord Chancellor's Office, 
12th April, 1916. 


Frienpty Socretres Act, 1896. 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the Rules Publication Act, 1893, 
that it is proposed to make Rules with reference to appeals from the 
Central Office of the Registry of Friendly Societies and the Chief 
a of Friendly Societies under the Friendly Societies Act, 1896. 

opies of the draft Rules may be obtained on applicatiun at the 
office of the Chief Registrar of Friendly Societies, Dean Stanley Street, 
Westminster, London, 8.W 





War Orders and Proclamations. 


The London Gazette of 14th April contains the following :— 

1. A Proclamation, dated 12th April (printed below), varying the lists 
of absolute and conditional contraband, as issued in revised form on 
14th October, 1915, and varied on 27th January, 1916 (ante, pp. 12, 256). 

2. An Order in Council, dated 12th April (printed below), further 
amending the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914. 

5. An Order in Council, dated 12th April (printed —— applying 
the Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations, 1915, to the 
‘* Staffordshire Area.’’ 

4. An Order in Council, dated 12th April (printed below), applying 
the Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations, iis, to the 
‘** Welsh Area.’’ 

5. An Order in Council, dated 14th April, further amending the 
Proclamation of 28th July, 1915, prohibiting the exportation from the 
United Kingdom of certain articles to certain or all destinations. The 
exportation of the following goods is prohibited to all destinations :— 

Pig iron of all descriptions ; 
Railway material, the following :— 

Steel rails ; 

Steel sleepers ; 

Steel springs ; 

Steel wheels and axles; 

Shipbuilding material, the following :— 

Boiler tubes ; 

Condenser tubes ; 

Steel plates and sectional materials for shipbuilding ; 
Soap containing more than one per cent. of glycerine ; 
Steel in bars, angles, rods and shapes or sections; 
Steel blooms, billets and slabs ; 

Steel bridge, boiler and other plates not under § inch thick; 
Steel girders, beams, joists and pillars; 

Steel ingots ; 

Steel tubes of all descriptions ; 

6. An Order in Council, dated 14th April, making further alterations 
in the ‘‘ Statutary List ’’ (see under ‘‘ Current Topics’’). The present 
Order adda the name of persons, firms and companies in Argentina and 
Uruguay (15); Brazil (9); Cuba (9); Ecuador (44); Netherlands (3) ; 
Netherlands East Indies (1); Persia (1); Peru (1); Portugal (3); 
Sweden (2); and there are removals from the list :—Netherlands (1) ; 
and Variations :—Brazil (1). The Order has the following Note :— 

The List for each country is sent by telegraph to His Majesty’s 
Representative in that country who will notify British Consular 
Officers, to whom persons abroad may apply for information as to 
names on the List. 

And see the Notice by the Controller for the Foreign Trade Depart- 
ment (ante, p. 420). 

7. A Notice that orders have been made by the Board of Trade, 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 
two more businesses to be wound up, bringing the number up to 103. 

8. A War Office Notice, dated 15th April (printed below), as to 
jurisdiction over the British and Belgian Armies in the field. F 

9. An Admiralty Notice to Mariners (No. 390 of the year 1916), relating 
to North Sea and River Thames Approach (Pilotage Regulation). 

The London Gazette of 18th April contains the following :— 

10. A County Court (Emergency Powers) Rule as to fees (printed 
below). 

11. \ Foreign Office Notice, dated 18th April, making additions and 
corrections to the lists pubjished as a supplement to the London Gazette 
of 28th March, 1916, of persons to whom articles to be exported to 
China and Siam may be consigned. ; 

12. An Order, dated 15th April (printed below), as to alien seamen. 

13. A Notice that Orders have been made by the Board of Trade, 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 
nine more businesses to be wound up. This brings the total to 112. 

14. An Order of the Central Control” Board (Liquor Traffic), dated 
14th Apel for the Staffordshire Area, the material parts of which are 

y 


stated ow. 





A Proclamation 


MAKING CERTAIN ADDITIONS TO AND AMENDMENTS IN THE List oF 
ARTICLES TO BE TREATED AS CONTRABAND OF WAR. 


Whereas on the 14th day of October, 1915, We did issue Our Royal 
Proclamation specifying the articles which it was Our intention to treat 
as contraband during the continuance of hostilities, or until We did 

ive further public notice; 

P And sheen on the 27th day of January, 1916, We did by Our Royal 
Proclamation of that date make certain additions to and modifications 
in the list of articles to be treated as contraband ; nA 

And whereas it is expedient to make certain further additions to 
and modifications in the said list : : i 

Now, therefore, We do hereby declare, by and with the advice of 
Our Privy Council, that during the continuance of the war or until 
We do give further public notice, the following articles will be treated 
as absolute contraband in addition to those set out in Our Royal Pro- 
clamatiéns aforementioned :— 

Gold, silver, paper money, and all negotiable instruments and 


realisable securities. 
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Metallic chlorides, except chloride of sodium; metalloidic 
chlorides ; halogen compounds of carbon. 

Starch. 

Borax, boric acid, and other boron compounds. 

Sabadilla seeds and preparations therefrom. 


And We do hereby further declare that as from this date the follow- 
ing amendments shall be made in Schedule 1 of Our Royal Proclama- 
tion aforesaid :— 

In item 3 the following shall be substituted for the present 
wording :— 

‘* Lathes, machines, and tools capable of being employed in the manu- 
facture of munitions of war.” 

In item 8 for ‘‘ ether ’’ shall be substituted ‘‘ formic ether; sulphuric 
ether.”’ 

And We do hereby further declare that no gold, silver, or paper 
money captured after this date shall be treated as conditional contra- 
band, and that, except as to captures already effected, item 14 shall as 
from this date be struck out of Schedule II. of Our Royal Proclamation 
aforementioned 





Defence of the Realm Regulations. 


ORDER IN COUNCIL. 

[Recitals. } 

It is hereby ordered, that the following amendments be made in the 
Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914 :— 

1. After Regulation 2s the following Regulation shall be inserted :— 

**2c. It shall be lawful for the Army Council or any person duly 
authorised by them— 

‘*(a) to enter on any land for the purpose of inspecting and 
marking trees, whether standing or felled, and to take possession of 
any such trees ; 

**(b) to enter upon and take possession of land or buildings for 
the purpose of felling standing trees, converting trees, or storing or 
removing felled or converted trees, or for any purpose connected 
therewith, and to fell, convert, store, and remove any such trees; 

“*(c) to enter on and take possession of any land, buildings or 
premises, and to take possession of any plant, used or capable of 
being used for the felling, storing, or conversion of trees, and to 
take possession of any vehicles, locomotives, or animals required for 
the transport of trees or such plant as aforesaid, or for any purposes 
in connection therewith ; 

**(d) to provide housing accommodation for workmen employed 
for any such purposes as aforesaid by taking possession of any land 
or unoccupied premises ; 

“*(e) to utilise any water supply or motive power available for 
any of the purposes aforesaid.” 

2. In Regulation 7 after the words ‘‘ and to the rate of profit usually 
earned in respect of the output of such factory or workshop before the 
war ’”’ there shall be inserted the words ‘“‘ and to whether such rate of 
profit was unreasonable or excessive.” 

3. After Regulation 308 the following Regulation shall be inserted :— 

‘*30c. Any person brought before a court of summary jurisdic 
tion charged with having in his possession or under his custody or 
control any tungsten, or tungsten ore or products therefrom, high- 
speed steel or scrap therefrom, molybdenum, vanadium, cobalt, 
nickel, or any alloy used in the manufacture of high-speed steel, or 
any other metal required for the production of war material for the 
time being specified in an order made for the purpose by the 
Admiralty or Army Council or the Minister of Munitions, which 
may be reasonably suspected of being stolen or unlawfully obtained 
or acquired, who does not give an account to the satisfaction of the 
court how he came by the same, shall be guilty of a summary offence 
against these reculations.’’ 

4. After the third paragraph of Regulation 40 the following paragraph 
shall be inserted :— 

“The Admiralty or Army Council may by order prohibit, either 
absolutely or except on compliance with such conditions as may 
be specified in the order, the sale or supply to or for any member 
of any of His Majesty’s forces of any narcotic or stimulant drug 
or preparation specified in the order, and if any person acts in con- 
travention of any such order he shall be guilty of a summary offence 
against these regulations.”’ 

5. After the first paragraph in Regulation 55 the following paragraph 
shall be inserted 

‘“* Any person so arrested shall, if so ordered bv the competent naval 
or military authority, or by the chief officer of police for the district, be 
photographed and finger-print impressions of the fingers and thumbs of 
both of his hands taken, and if any person refuses to allow such photo 
graph or impressions to be taken, or obstructs the taking thereof, he 
shall be guilty of a summary offence against these regulations : 

Provided that 

(a) no photograph of a person so taken shall be published except 
for the purpose of tracing that person, nor shall a copy of any such 
photograph be shewn to any person except a person officially 
authorised to see it ; and 

(b) If the perron arrested neither has been nor is subsequently 
convicted of an offence against these regulations, all photographs 
(both negatives and copies) and finger-print impressions so taken 





shall be destroyed as soon as 7 are no longer required for the 
purposes of these regulations, and in any case forthwith after the 
termination of the present war.”’ 





Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control). 
ORDERS IN COUNCIL. 
Staffordshire Area. 

(Recitals. ] 

It is hereby ordered, as follows :— 

The Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations, 1915, and 
any Regulations amending the same, shall be, and are, hereby applied 
to the area defined and specified in the Schedule hereto. 

SCHEDULE. 

The Staffordshire area, being the area comprising the City of Lich- 
field, the County Boroughs of Burton-upon-Trent and Stoke-on-Trent, 
and the County of Stafford (excepting the Borough of Wednesbury, and 
the Petty Sessional Divisions of Bilston, Dudley, Kingswinford and 
Wordsley, Rowley Regis, Rushall, Wednesbury and Wolverhampton) ; 
and the Petty Sessional Division of Buxton, in the County of Derby. 

Welsh Area. 

It is hereby ordered, as follows :— 

The Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations, 1915, and 
any Regulations amending thé same, shall be, and are, hereby applied 
to the area defined and specified in the Schedule hereto. 


SCHEDULE. 
The Welsh Area, being the area comprising the Principality of Wales, 
the County of Monmouth, and the County Borough of Newport. 
This consolidates aud extends to the whole of Wales the Newport, 
Cardiff, and Barry Areas (59 Soricrrors’ JournaL, p. 616), and Flint 
shire, which has been in the Lancashire and Cheshire Area (ante, 


p. 255) 





Jurisdiction Over the British and Belgian Armies. 


War Office, 15th April, 1916. 

The Governments of Their Majesties the King of Great Britain and 
Ireland and the King of the Belgians are agreed during the present war 
to recognise the exclusive right of jurisdiction of the tribunals of their 
respective armies in the field in regard to persons belonging to those 
armies, irrespective of the nationality of the accused or of the territory 
in which the armies are operating. 

With regard to any infringement of the law, committed conjointly or 
in collusion on Belgian territory by persoas belonging to these two 
armies, the British principals and their accomplices will be referred 
to British military jurisdiction, and the Belgian principals and their 
accomplices to Belgian military jurisdiction. 

In the case of infringements committed conjointly or in collusion on 
British territory by persons belonging to these two armies, the prin 
cipals and their accomplices will be referred to British military juris 
diction, except in the case of Belgians who have been arrested under 
Belgian authority. 

The two Governments also agree to recognize, during the present war, 
the exclusive right of jurisdiction, on British territory, of the British 
tribunals respecting all persons not belonging to the Belgian army com- 
mitting acts prejudicial to the said army; and the exclusive right of 
jurisdiction on Belgian territory of the Belgian tribunals respecting 
persons not belonging to the British army committing acts prejudicial 
to the said army. 


Courts (Emergency I Powers), England. 


Tue County Courts (Emercency Powers) Route, 1916, paren 137TH 
Aprit, 1916. 


The following Rule under the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, 
shall stand in lieu of Rule 25 of the County Courts (Emergency Powers) 
Rules, 1914 (Rule 3 of the County Courts (Emergency Powers) Rules, 
1915). 

This Rule shall come into operation on the first day of May, 1916, 
and shall apply to all proceedings pending on that day, except that 

ragraph 2, sub-paragraph (a), shall not apply to any summons issued 

fore that day. 
Fees. 

1. The following fees shall be payable under the Treasury Order 
regulating Fees in the County Courts, on proceedings under the Act 
and the Rules for County Courts made thereunder, in lieu of all other 
fees heretofore prescribed on such proceedings, viz. :— 

(1.) On any notice of application under— 

Rule 1, paragraph 1; 

Rule 2, paragraph (ii) ; 

Rule 4 (Rule 2 of the County Courts (Emergency Powers) Rules, 

1915), paragraph (ii) or paragraph (iii) ; 

Rule 5, paragraph 2; 

Rule 7, paragraph 2; 
a fee under Schedule B, Part I., of the Fees Order, of 6d. in the £ 
or part of a £ on the amount of the subject-matter of the application, 
not exceeding 2s. 6d. 


Provided that where an order of commitment has before the coming 
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summons served with a notice annexed thereto in accordance with 
Rule 3, paragraph 1, of the County Courts (Emergency Powers) Rules, 


Rules, 1915), no fee shall be payable on a notice of application under 
Rule 4 (Rule 2 of the County Courts (Emergency Powers) Rules, 1915), 
paragraph (iii), for leave to issue the order. 

The fee on a notice of application shall include drawing, sealing, 
and issuing the order (if any), other than an order for the appointment 
of a receiver, and the fee prescribed by paragraph 12 of Schedule B, 
Part I., of the Fees Order shall not be taken. 

(2.) On any summons under Rule 11— 

(a) a fee under Schedule A of the Fees Order of 6d. in the £ 
or part of a £ on the amount of the subject-matter of the sum 
mons, not exceeding 2s. 6d. 

(6) for drawing, sealing, and issuing 
under Schedule B, Part I., of the Fees Order of 6d. in the £ or 
part of a £ on the amount of the subject-matter of the summons, 
not exceeding 2s. 6d., 
Schedule B, Part I., of the Fees Order shall not be taken. 


= 


payable under this Rule, other than the fee prescribed by paragraph 2 
sub-paragraph (a). 





(Signed) Buckmaster, C. 
We, the undersigned, two of the Commissioners of His Majesty’s 
Treasury, do hereby, with the consent of the Lord Chancellor, order 


—_—»--—____- 


ceedings therein set forth. 
The 13th day of April, 1916. 

WiutiuM C. BRIDGEMAN. 

Grorrrey Howarp. 

i I concur in the above order as to fees. 

Buckmaster, C. 


Aliens Restriction (Consolidation) Order, 1916 


Whereas the Aliens Restriction (Consolidation) Order, 1916, pro 
vides that Articles 12-A (Provisions with respect to landing of alien 


| seamen) and 19-A (Registration of alien seamen) thereof shall respec- 
é tively apply to such ports as the Secretary of State may order. 
Now I hereby order that the aforesaid Articles 12-A and 19-A of the 
Aliens Restriction (Consolidation) Order, 1916, shall apply to the 
ports of—~ 
Aberdeen, Amble, Barrow-in-Furness, Belfast, Blyth, Boston, 
Bristol (including Avonmouth and Portishead), Brixham, Cardiff 


(including Barry Dock and Penarth), Cork (including Queens 
town), Dublin, Dundee, Fleétwood, 
and Par), Glasgow, Gloucester (including Sharpness and Lydney), 
Greenock, Hull, Inverness, Ipswich, King’s Lynn, Lancaster (in- 
cluding Glasson Dock), Liverpool, Llanelly, Londonderry, Lowes- 
toft, Middlesbrough, Newcastle-on-Tyne, Newport (Mon.), North 
Shields, Poole, Portsmouth, Port Talbot, Preston, Seaham, South- 
ampton, South Shields, Stockton, Sunderland, Swansea, West 
Hartlepool (including Hartlepool), Weymouth, Wick, and 
Yarmouth. 

And that Article 12-A shall apply to the ports of Falmouth, Goole 
and Manchester. 

This Order shall have effect as from the lst May next, and I hereby 
revoke as from that date the Order made by the Secretary of State on 
the 28th August, 1915, applying to the ports specified therein Articles 
1 and 2 of the Aliens Restriction (Seamen) Order, 1915. 

HERBERT SAMUEL, 
One of His Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State. 

Whitehall, 15th April, 1916. 


into operation of this Rule been made on the hearing of a judgment | 


? 191 (which was annulled by the County Courts (Emergency Powers) | 


the order (if any), a fee | 


and the fee prescribed by paragraph 12 of | 


(3.) The court may remit or excuse in whole or in part any fees paid or 


that the several fees specified in the foregoing Rule shall be taken on | 
the proceedings therein mentioned in lieu of all other fees on the pro- | 


Fowey (including Charlestown |} 


Staffordshire Liquor Control Order. 
Hours during which intoxicating liquor may be sold :— 
A.—For Consumption ON the Premises, 


| 2. (1) The hours during which intoxicating liquor may be sold or 
supplied in any licensed premises or club for consumption on the 
premises shall be restricted and shall be as follows : 


On Weekdays :— 

(a) In the County Borough of Stoke-on-Trent, the Borough of 
Newcastle-under-Lyme, the Petty Sessional Divisions of Cheadle, 
Leek, Pirehill North and Stone, and the Parishes of Swynnerton, 
Croxden, Rocester, Denstone, Prestwood, Ellastone, Calwich, 
Mayfield, Okeover, Stanton, Wootton and Ramshorn, in the County 
of Stafford, 

The hours between 12 noon and 2.30 p.m. and between 6 p.m: 
and 9 p.m. 

(4) In the 
Derby, 

The hours between 12 
and 9.30 p.m. 

(c) In the rest of the area, 

The hours between 11.30 a.m. and 2 p.m. 
and 9 p.m. 

On Sundays : 

The hours between 12.30 p.m. and 2.30 p.m. and 

(¢) In the Petty Sessional Division of Buxton in the County of 
Derby, 

The hours between 6 p.m. 

(e) In the rest of the area, 

The hours between 6.30 p.m. and 9 p.m. 

Except between the hours respectively prescribed no person shall : 

(i.) Either by himself or by any servant or agent sell or supply 
to any person in any licensed premises or club any intoxicating 
liquor to be consumed on the premises; or 

(ii.) Consume in any such premises or club any intoxicating 
liquor ; or 

(iii.) Permit any person to consume in any 
any intoxicating liquor. 

B.—For Consumption OFF the Premises. 


(2) The hours during which intoxicating liquor may be sold or 
supplied in any licensed premises or club for consumption off the pre 
| mises shall (subject to the additional restrictions as regards spirits) 
| be restricted, and be the same in each case as the hours during which 
| intoxicating liquor may be sold or supplied for consumption on the 
premises, except that in each case such sale or supply for consumption 
off the premises shall cease in the evening one hour earlier than the 
sale or supply for consumption on the premises. 

Except between the hours respectively prescribed no person shall : 

(a) Either by himself or by any servant or agent sell or supply 
to any person in any licensed premises or club for consumption off 
the premises or (except as hereinafter expressly provided) dispatch 
therefrom any intoxicating liquor; or 

(b) Take from any such premises or club any 
liquor; or 

(c) Permit any person to take from any such premises or club 
any intoxicating liquor. 

There are additional restrictions as to spirits, 
treating, credit, and the {‘ long pull.”’ 


Petty Sessional Division of Buxton in the County of 


noon and 2.30 p.m. and between 6.30 p.m. 


and between 6 p.m. 


and 9 p.m. 


such pre mises or club 





intoxicating 


and the Order prohibits 


Work for Conscientious Objectors. 


ially aunounced that the Committee on the Work of National 
which was recently appointed by the Government to advise 
an applicant for exemption on the ground of con 
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scientious objection should undertake, has compiled a preliminary list , 
of occupations which they have found to be of national importance and | 
in general need of labour assistance. This list has received the approval 
of the Board of Trade, and information can be obtained by the tribunals 
un application to the Secretary, Committee on Work of National Im- 
portance, at 9, Bridge-street, Westminster, S.W. 


The Settlement of *‘The Kim” Case. 


The Foreign Office has issued the following statement with reference 
to the settlement of The Kim case :— 

After prolonged ne wathatlane. arrangements have been arrived at 
with Messrs. Armour & Co., Swift & Co., Morris & Co., the G. H. 
Hammond Company, the Sulzberger & Sons Company, and the Cudahy 
Packing Company connection with the shipment of packing-house 
products from the United States of America to neutral European 
countries 

These negotiations commenced more than a year ago, and were broken 
off last summer, as wtislactory terms of settlement could not then 
be agreed wpon. 

At the request of the above companies, supported by the Govern 
ment of the United States of America, the negotiations were reopened 
last January, when Mr. Chandler P. Anderson, late legal adviser to 
the American State Department, and Mr. Lloyd C. Griscom, late 
United States of America Ambassador in me, came to this country 
to represent the above packers other than the Cudahy Company, who 
were represented by British solicitors, and in the result terms of settle- 
ment were arranged. 

The settlement finally disposes of the claims of the above companies 
in respect of all goods seized and detained as prize. The settlement, 
however, does not in any way prejudice the decision of Sir Samuel 
Evans given last September, whereby the bulk of the cargoes of the 
steamships Kim, Fridland, Alfred Nobel, and Bjérnsterne Bjdérnson 
were condemned as prize, and the appeals by the packers to the Privy 
Council in these cases against the above decision are now withdrawn. 
The whole proceeds of these goods will therefore remain to the credit 
of the Prize Fund, which is further augmented by a substantial part 
of the proceeds of the other pa m rs’ goods which were the subject of 
proceedings pending in the Prize Court 

The settlement further prov idea that his Majesty’s Government, in 
consideration of a sum of monéy pa 1 to the packers, shall regulate 
the entire shipment by the eackers of all sadkien beens products to 
neutral European countries during the continuation of the war. The 
Government consider this provision to be of importance. 








’ 
Law Students’ Journal. 
The Law Society. 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 
The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) 
were successful at the Intermediate Examination held on 29th and 3th 
March, 1916: 


A candidate is not obliged to take 
the ime time 


both parts of the examination at 


First CLass. 
Ferriman, Arthur Leslie 


PAssEeD 
Brady, Francis Bridgford, B.A. Lee, Hon Chee 
(Oxon). Minton, Horace. 
Bridge, Frank Wilberforce. Rigby, John Marsden. 


Brookes, James Henry. Rowan, Thomas. 
Cartwright, David James tussel, John Woof. 
Clark, William Norman Clifton. Sales, Hi arry Thomas, 


Coleman, Stanley Allforth. 
Gibson-Robinson, Ronald George 
Hallam, Edward Douglas Maine. 
Heninghem, Thomas George. 


Tenquee, George Shui Tai. 
Willams, John Richard. 

Wrench, Thomas Norman. 
Wright, Percival George. 

Tue Fottowrna CanprIpates HAVE Passep THe Lecat Portion ONLy : 
Ashton, Charles, M.A. 


(Victoria). Haworth, George. 


Bernstein, Simon. Hicks, Edward Jeffery, B.A. 
Clayton, Owen. (Cantab). 
Curtis, Oswald Trevor. Jones, Charles Henry, 
Dawkins, Frederick Samuel Phillips, Cyril 
Shelley Pitt, Beavan William. 


Harvey, | dward William Marshall. Puckering, Walter Ernest. 
Harvey-Samuel, Frederick Keith. Wardle, John 
No. of candidates, 47; passed, 34. 


Tue Fottowrna Canprpates HAVE Passep tue Trust ACCOUNTS AND 
BooK-KEEPING PorTION ONLY :— 

Butterworth, Rowland. Hopewell, Donald Gardner, B.A. 

Caunter, Frederic Lyde. LL.B. (Cantab). 

Clements, George. Jones, Hugh John Maitland. 

Davies, Daniel Edwin. Jones, William Myddelton, 

Foster, Edward Wade. O’Kelly, Reginald John. 





Sumner, William Catchpool. 
Underwood, Arthur Leonard. 
Walsh, James Dermot. 
No. of candidates, 39; passed, 35. 
Law Society's Hall, Chancery- lane, London, W.C., 14th April, 1916 
By order of ‘the Counc il, 
E. R. Cook, Secretary. 


Outen, Thomas. 
Owen, Herbert Albert Walter. 
Rhodes, Fred. 





FINAL EXAMINATION, 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order 


were successful at the Final Examination held on 27th and 28th March, 


1916 :— 


Atkinson, Joseph Albert. 
Bracewell, James Rawstron. 
Carpenter, Fred Harold. 
Creak, Walter James. 
Cripwell, Cyril James. 
Davis, John. 
Elman, Burnett Leon. 
Evans, William Naunton. 
Finch, Edmund Charles Trimmer, 
Fuller, William, 
Gabriel, John Ernest. 
Grove, Peter Terry, LL. 
Hall, Henry James William. 
Halsall, Arthur. Thomas, George Arfryn. 
Heal, George Henry James. Vaudrey, Hugh John Kevilin, 
Hilditch, John Edgerley. LL.B. (Victoria), 
Horden, William Francis. Ward, Ww alter, B.A. (Lond). 
Howey, William Jennings. Washington, William James Fraser. 
Hoyle, Harry. Wehrle, Karl Stephen. 
Hulme, William. Whitley, Henry. 
Jewell, Cecil. Williams, Gomer. 
Jones, John Edgar. 

No. of candidates, 64; passed, 41. 


Jones, William Owen. 

Levett, Arthur Drummond Cookes. 

Maizels, Maurice Michael. 

Matthews, Francis Reginald, B.A. 
(Oxon). 

Morgan, Bertram William Price. 

Nicholson, Leslie Walter. 

Parfitt, Henry Francis. 

Phillips, Leonard Enig. 

Proctor, William, LL.B. (Victoria) 

Roberts, Samuel Pugh. 

B. (Lond). Rowe, Edward Ernest. 

Thomas, Charles. 





HONORARY DISTINCTION. 


The names of the solicitors to whom the candidates served unde: 
articles of clerkship follow the names of the candidates, 

The Examination Committee recommend the foilowing as _ being 
entitled to Honorary Distinction :— 


First Ciass. 
Samuet Pucu Roserts (Mr. John Eustace Jones, of the firm of 
Messrs. Walker, Smith, & Way, of Chester; and Messrs. Chester, 
Broome, & Griffithes, of London). 


Tuirp Ctiass. 


Henry James WiLt1AM Hatt (Mr. George Bertie Brooks, of London) 

Maurice Micuart Maizets (Mr. George Edward -Foster, of the firm 
of Messrs. Walter & E. H. Foster, of Leeds). 

Henry Wuittey (Mr. Leonard Shepherd, of the firm of Messrs 
Moore & Shepherd, of Halifax). 

Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., 14th April, 1916 

By order of ‘the Council, 
E. R. Coox, Secretary 





University of London, University College. 
/ Session 1915-16. Tuirp Term. 
FACULTY OF LAWS. 

Professor Sir John Macdonell, K.C.B., M.A., LL.D. (Quain Pr 
fessor of Comparative Law), will deliver at University College a course 
of three public lectures on ‘‘ Comparative Law of Procedure” on 
Wednesdays at 5.30 p.m., beginning on 3rd May, 1916; and at the 
London School of Economics a course of two public lectures on ‘‘ The 
Laws of Neutrality’? on Thursdays at 5.30 p.m., 25th May and Ist 
June, 1916. 

The professor's prizes of £12 and £10 respectively will be given at 
the end of the session for the best essays, shewing sufficient merit, on 
subjects connected with the lectures in Comparative Law or Inter 
national Law. Candidates for the prize in Comparative Law must have 
attended at least two-thirds of the lectures in Comparative Law, and 
have worked to the satisfaction of the professor; and candidates for 
the prize in International Law must have attended at least two-thirds 
of the lectures on International Law, and have worked to the satisfac- 
tion of the professor. 

The lectures are open to the public without fee; they are intended 
not only for lawyers, but for students of politi cal economy, political 
science and sociology, and for journalists. 

Inquiries respecting these courses, the other law courses, the pro- 
fessor’s prizes, and the Joseph Hume scholarship, should be addressed 
to the Provost of the college. 

Watter W. Seron, M.A., Secretary. 





Mr. Robert Rogers Nelson, of the Royal Norfolk Hotel, Bognor, late 
solicitor to the Great Western Railway, and son of Mr. Park Nelson, 
of Essex-street, Strand, left estate of the gross value of £24,043. 
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Aircraft Insurance. 


The Committee on War Damage, which represents 370 municipalities 
in all parts of the United Kingdom, met at the Guildhall on the 13th 
inst., says the 7'imes, to urge the Government, in the name of eleven 
million people, to abandon the scheme of war damage insurance, and to 
provide out of national funds for compensation to those who suffer 
from the attacks of the enemy. 

The Lord Mayor of York, who presided, said that the executive 
wished to avoid anything which could hamper the Government in the 
prosecution of the war, and would not present their memorial to Mr. 
Asquith until they could prove that they had public opinion at their 
back. They would try to convince the Government of the equity of 
their demands, but if they failed they did not intend to raise any dis- 
cussion in Parliament till the war was over. 

The Mayor of Gateshead proposed, and it was resolved :— 

“That in the opinion of this meeting the Government scheme for 
insuring against loss or damage by aircraft and bombardment, which 
had made individual citizens responsible for war damage inflicted on 
them by the enemy, is manifestly unjust, and it hereby agrees to 
present a memorial to the Prime Minister urging the abandonment of 
the scheme; and (1) the adoption of an Act recognizing national respon- 
sibility ; or (2) reversion to the policy adopted prior to the introduction 
of the insurance scheme, with compensation for sufferers out of national 
funds, a condition of the withdrawal to be that the premiums already 
paid under the scheme should be returned.’”’ 

Lord Parmoor said that.a committee of which he was chairman in- 
vestigated d done in seventeen or eighteen air raids, and visited 
the districts affected on the East Coast. heir conclusion was that the 
damage done was so hard upon districts and individuals that it ought 
to be dealt with as a ‘matter of national indemnity. If we 
had an insurance scheme the premium ought to be fixed at a lower 
rate, and not obtained from a small section, but from the great mass of 


the people. 

At the meeting of the Association of Municipal Corporations, held 
at the Guildhall, on the 14th inst., says the 7'imes, Mr. Stone (Canter- 
bury) moved a resolution declaring that the Government scheme of 
insurance against aircraft and bombardment was unfair, and that the 
expense of damage caused by hostile aircraft and bombardment should 
be borne nationally out of the Imperial revenue. 

Alderman Allen (Croydon), seconding the motion, said the lodging- 
house keepers on the East and South-Fast Coasts had been practically 
ruined by raids. 

Mr. Hugh Edwards, M.P., said it was not the fault of a person if 
his house was blown up, and he was entitled to have the loss made 
good the State. 

Mr. Henderson (Norwich) said it might be urged that everyone could 
insure, but even then the case against the scheme was still strong. If 
there was to be universal payment, the method of the insurance scheme 
was the most costly and complicated that could be adopted. If there 
was not to be universal payment, then the burden fell upon localities. 
In the case of the raid on the Midlands, which everyone, including the 
Government, thought was safe, scarcely anyone was insured. 

The motion was carried by a large majority. 








Lord D'Abernon on Liquor 


Reform. 


Lord D’Abernon, chairman of the Central Control Board, has made 
a statement to the representatives of certain American newspapers on 
the liquor restrictions and certain possible reforms of the trade in this 
country. It includes the following, which we take from the 7'imes :-— 

If you ask my general conclusion, I should say that the period has 








been too brief for any final opinion to be expressed, but there can be 
no doubt that a vast improvement has been achieved. The drop in 
public intemperance and of convictions resulting from it which occurred 
in each area directly the orders were put in force has been steadily main- 
tained up to date. It is often said : ‘‘ Man cannot be made sober by Act 
of Parliament.’’ My belief is that, under a really effective system of 
regulation, three-fourths of the drunkenness which prevailed before the 
war would never exist again. 

No one who has studied the present methods of administration closely 
can fail to realize how ineffective and extravagant the present mode of 
retailing alcohol to the public is. Licensed houses are not only too 
numerous from the public-order and police point of view—they are too 
numerous from the standpoint of trade efficiency, and the same net 
profit could be realized from licensed houses reduced in number by 30 
or 40 per cent. 

Out of £186,000,000, 64 millions are absorbed by taxation. The cost 
of materials and manufacture does not exceed 40 millions, leaving about 
82 millions for retail expenditure and for profit—too much of the former 
and not enough of the latter. There is a large margin for economy 
without detriment to anybody. 

Large sums of money are frittered away by unnecessary transport. 
Breweries themselves are far too numerous for economy, and standing 
charges would be largely reduced by amalgamation into up-to-date 
establishments. 








Obituary. 
Mr. George B. Rashleigh. 


Mr. Greorce Burvitt Rasaxeicu, of Lincoln’s Inn, who died on 7th 
April after a short illness, was born in the year 1848, and was the elder 
son of the Rev. H. B. Rashleigh, Vicar of Horton Kirby, Kent, who 
died only three months before his son at the great age of ninety-six. 
George Rashleigh was educated at Charterhouse and Exeter College, 
Oxford, where he gained a First Class in the Final Mathematical School, 
and in due course entered at Lincoln’s Inn and became the pupil of the 
well-known conveyancer, Mr. Jenkins, whose chambers at 5, Stone- 
buildings, were shared by Sir George Jessel. Upon his elevation to the 
Rolls Jessel appointed Rashleigh his secretary, a position of consider- 
able importance in the days when the Master of the Rolls was a judge of 
first instance, the duties including that of reading and annotating all 
petitions presented in the Rolls Court. Rashleigh continued to ‘hold 
the office of secretary until Sir George’s death, and also under Lord 
Esher, his successor. Meanwhile he continued in the old chambers at 5, 
Stone-buildings and had become well known as a clever and con- 
scientious conveyancer and a good man of business, and he was in 
steady practice until a few days before his death, notwithstanding his 
failing eyesight, which greatly increased the strain of his work. 

As a young man Rashleigh was fond of society, and was a clever 
actor in amateur theatricals. In later years he became somewhat retirin 
in disposition, but those who were privileged to be his friends coull 
tell many tales of his wonderful unselfishness, and his especial kindness 
to those who were in trouble; and he was always ready, however busy, 
to help an old pupil who sought his advice. 

Probably much of his apparent exclusiveness in Lincoln’s Inn was due 
to his devotion to his home life and his keen interest in church work, 
to which he gave up his spare time. He married in 1882 Lady Edith 
Bligh, a sister of the present Lord Darnley, and after residing in 
London for the first few years of his married life, he moved with his 
family to Riseley, in his father’s parish. Here, with tireless energy, he 
devoted well-nigh the whole of what might have been his leisure time to 
church work of various kinds—especially to that of the Church of 
England Men’s Society, in which he became President of the Rochester 
Diocesan Federation. Lady Edith Rashfeigh died in the year 1904, 
and in the year 1907 Mr. Rashleigh married Miss Alms, who survives 
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him. His only son, Mr. Henry Pelham Rashleigh, was admitted a 
solicitor in 1913, and is now a lieutenant in the Queen Victoria’s Rifles. 
His eldest daughter married Mr. F. G.Champernowne, of Lincoln’s Inn. 

The funeral was at Horton Kirby on llth April, and was attended 
by a large congregation, the committal sentences being read by the 
Bishop of Rochester. 


Mr. E. A. Gordon Rogers. 

We regret to record the death, from a motor-cycle accident, of Captain 
Epwarp Amsprose Gorpon Rocers, of the 95rd Siege Battery, Corn- 
wall R.G.A. 

Captain Rogers, who was the youngest son of Mr. Reginald Rogers, 
of Falmouth, was twenty-nine years of age in December last. He was 
educated at Malvern College, and was articled to Mr. Walter Borlase, 
of the firm of Borlase & Venning, solicitors, Penzance. He was 
admitted a solicitor in 1909, and for the past four years had been in 
Ss with his father at Falmouth, under the style of Reginald 

togers & Son. For several years he acted as deputy-clerk to th 
Falmouth Guardians, until Mr. R. N. Rogers resigned the clerkship. 

Captain Rogers took a keen interest in the Territorials and military 
matters generally. While at Penzance he was attached to the Volunteer 
Artillery Corps at Marazion, and on coming to Falmouth was gazetted 
a Lieutenant in the local corps. He was a most diligent and pains 
taking officer, and often spent his holidays at Shoeburyness in order 
to make himself more proficient in gunnery. On the outbreak of war 
he was stationed with his company at Pendennis Castle, and was 
quickly promoted to a Captaincy. 

He was an ardent lover of all kinds of sport, and excelled at hockey 
and cricket. He was secretary of the Cornwall Hockey Club, and 
represented the county in several matches. He was a good batsman, 
and frequently played at Falmouth Recreation Ground last season in 
the inter-regimental games. He was also an accomplished violinist, 
and his appearance on local platforms in aid of deserving causes was 
always welcomed. For some time he acted as secretary of Falmouth 
Philharmonic Society's orchestra. 

Captain Rogers was an enthusiastic and experienced motor-cyclist, 
and on Friday evening, the 7th inst., accompanied by Lieutenant 
Trewhella in a side-car, was rounding a corner near the camp at Lydd, 
when he collided with a heavy Army Service Corps motor and was 
hurled from his machine. He was picked up in an unconscious condi- 
tion and was removed to the Helena Hospital at Shorncliffe. His 
injuries were of a terrible character. He never regained consciousness, 
and died on the following Sunday. 

At the inquest, held on Tuesday, the 11th inst., the jury returned 
a verdict of accidental death, and exonerated the driver of the Armv 
Service Corps motor from all blame. ] 





Mr. P. H. Pridham Wippell. 


Mr. P. H. Pripwam Wrprpett died on 6th April at Thorverton, Devon, 
just a week after the death, at the age of eighty-four, of his father. 
Mr. Pridham Wippell, who was fifty-six years of age, graduated at 
Cambridge, and was called to the Bar at the Inner Temple in 1887. 
He joined the Western Circuit, and was a member of the Devon, 
Exeter, Plymouth, and Bristol Sessions. He also practised in the Pro 
bate and Divorce Court. 


Mr. Edmund L. Barnes. 


Captain and Adjutant Epmunp Lynpon Barnes, Royal Lancaster 
Regiment, whose death has been officially announced this week, fell on 
3rd April, aged thirty-four. He was the eldest son of Mr. E. W. 
Barnes, of Leemount, Carrigrohane, co. Cork, and was educated at 
Elstree, Harrow, where he obtained an open scholarship, and Balliol, 
Oxford. He obtained firsts in Moderations and Lit. Hum., was called 
to the Bar after leaving Oxford, and joined the Oxford Circuit. 
Having finished his training in the Inns of Court O.T.C., he was 
gazetted to the Royal Lancaster Regiment at the outbreak of war. 





Mr. A. M. Broadley. 


The death took place on Saturday, at Gerrard’s Cross, of Mr. 
ALEXANDER Meyrick Broaptey, barrister, author, and collector. 

He was born, says the 7'imes, in 1847, the eldest son of the late Canon 
Broadley, formerly vicar of Bradpole, Dorset. Called to the Bar by 
Lincoln's Inn in 1869, he began to practise as an advocate in Tunis a 
few years later, and represented the Bey of Tunis in his differences 
with the French Republic. In 1881-82 he acted as Special Correspondent 
of the 7'imes in Tunis and Egypt. He came into great prominence 
during the trial of Arabi Pacha at Cair> after his surrender to the 
British forces in 1882, when he acted as senior counsel for Arabi. In 
the following year he was made an advocate of the French Bar by 
decree of the President of the Republic, and for many years he held the 
appointment of standing counsel to the ex-Khedive Ismail Pacha. 

Mr. Broadley was a prolific writer and contributor to the newspapers 
and magazines. He was also a great collector of portraits, prints, 


medals, and manuscripts, and some of the results of his “ finds’’ were 
embodied in books which dealt with the byways and half-trodden paths 
of history, Such was, for instance, The 


Royal 


Miracle, published 
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in 1912, which treated of the wanderings of Charles II. after the battle 
of Worcester, as traced by means of broadsides, ballads, letters, &c., on 
the subject. The Journal of a British Chaplain in Paris during the 
Peace Negotiations of 1801-1802 was another of his later publications ; 
Dorset and Tunis were the subjects of other historical works. 





Mr. Scott Powell. 


Captain Scorr Powert, Royal Welsh Fusiliers. who died of wounds 
on 4th April, aged thirty, was the youngest son of Sir R. Douglas 
Powell, Bt., K.C.V.0., M.D. He was educated at Charterhouse and 
Christ Church, Oxford, where he took his B.A. degree. In 1912 he 
was admitted a solicitor. He joined the Inns of Court O.T.C. a few 
days before war was declared, and shortly afterwards received a com- 
mission in the Royal Welsh Fusiliers, being promoted temporary cap- 
tain on 15th January, 1915. He left for Gallipoli in June, 1918, and 
took part in the Anzac withdrawal and afterwards in that at Cape 
Helles. 


Mr. Hugh V. Cholmeley. 


Second Lieutenant Hucu VaLentine CHotmetey, Grenadier Guards, 
vas the eldest of the three surviving sons of Mr. Lewin Cholmeley, of 
the firm of Frere, Cholmeley, & .Co., solicitors, of 28, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, London, and grandson of the late Major Robert Hargreaves, of 
Knightley Grange, Staffordshire. He was educated at Northaw-place, 
Herts, and’ at Eton. After leaving Eton he made a trip round the 
world for his health; he was then articled in his father’s office, and 
having passed the necessary legal examinations he would shortly have 
become a partner in the firm. At the outbreak of war he joined the 
Inns of Court O.T.C. and received a commission in the Grenadier 
Guards last September. He went to the front at the end of October 
ind served until the beginning of March when, after a course of 
machine-gun instruction, he was attached to a Guards Brigade Gun Com- 
pany. He was killed on 7th April. Second Lieutenant Cholmeley was 
a member of the Honourable Company of Musicians. One of his two 
brothers was seriously wounded at Neuve Chapelle, and the other went 
out to the front with the London Rifle Brigade in November, 1914. 





Mr. H. L. Benson, 

Second Lieutenant Harry Lawrence Benson, Northumberland 
Fusiliers, was killed on 11th Apri:, aged twenty-six years. The eldest 
son of Mr. and Mrs, Harry Benson, of Denehurst, Jesmond Park, East 
Newcastle, he was educated at Aysgarth School and Charterhouse, and 
was admitted a solicitor in 1912. He practised, like his father, Mr. 
Harry Benson, at Newcastle-upon/Tyne. He enlisted as a private at 
the outbreak of war, and jwent to the front on 20th April, 1915. He 
was engaged in the battle of St. Julien and in November was wounded. 
Subsequently he received his commission. He was well known in 
North-country sporting circles, having been captain of the Bohemians 
Football Club. ‘He was also a prominent cricketer and golfer. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


The Right Hon. Jonn Gonvon, K.C., M.P., Attorney-General for 
Ireland, has been appointed to be a Justice of the High Court in Ire- 
land (King’s Bench Division), in succession to Mr. Justice Boyd, who 
has resigned. 

The Right Hon. James Campsert, K.C., M.P., has been appointed 
to be Attorney-General for Ireland, in succession to Mr. Gordon. 

The King has conferred a Baronetcy of the United Kingdom upon 
Mr. Justice Boyp on his retirement. 

Mr. Justice Boyd, says the 7'imes, has been a Judge of the High 
Court in Ireland for thirty-one years, and he was thus senior in judicial 
office with the exception of the Lord Chief Baron, who has been on the 
Bench since 1874. He was a shrewd, painstaking lawyer with some 
humour and a great deal of human nature. His decisions in the 
Divorce, Admiralty, and Bankruptcy Divisions were usually based on @ 
sound compromise between law and common sense, and afforded little 
opportunity for revision on appeal. 

Mr. Gordon has always been respected as a good lawyer in the Four 
Courts, and for many years he has been one of the leaders of Unionism 
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in Ireland. He was born in 1849, and was called to the Bar by the 
King’s Inns in 1877. He has represented South Londonderry in Par- 
| et since 1900. 

Mr. Campbell, in returning to Ireland as the Senior Law Officer, will 

occupy a position which he held there in 1905. He-is sixty-five years of 
and was called to the Irish Bar in 1878 and to the English Bar in 
1898. 

His Honour Judge J. Scott Fox, K.C., has appointed Mr. D. R. 
Ware, solicitor, to be a — of the Birkenhead County Court 
jointly with Mr. W. E. Cave, hitherto sole registrar. Mr. White 
served his articles with Mr. F. W. Brown, solicitor, of the firm of 
Messrs. Brown, Brown, & Murphy, Southport, and has been at the Bir- 
kenhead County Court since he qualified. He has acted as Deputy 
Registrar for Mr. Cave on occasion for some time past. 

Mr. F. E. J. Smrru, of Messrs. Lee & Pembertons, has been appointed 
a director of the Clerical, Medical and General Life Assurance Society, 
to fill the vacancy caused by the resignation, due to ill-health, of Ven. 
Archdeacon Sinclair. 


——- 


Changes in Patnership. 


Dissolutions. 


Cuartes Atrrep Woop and Cuartes Sypney Cuinprns, solicitors 
(Holder & Wood), at 40, Cheapside. March 25. The business will 
be carried on in the future by the said Charles Sydney Giddins. 

ALEXANDER Eames and Freperick ApotpeH Tremet Mossman, solici 
tors (Scott, Eames, & Mossman), at London and Yorkshire Bank Chambers, 
Tyrrel-street, in the city of Bradford, and also at Ilkley, in the county 
of York. March 17. Alexander Eames will practise separately and 
alone at Beckett’s Bank Chambers, Cheapside, Bradford, and at Ilkley, 
under the style of Eames & Co., and Frederick Adolph Tremel Moss- 
man will practise separately and alone at London and Yorkshire Bank 
Chambers, Bradford, under the style of Frederick A. T. Mossman 

[Gazette, April 14 

Henry Harwoop and Cyr Fuittarp Entwistte, solicitors (Aston, 
Harwood, Somers, & Entwistle), 2, Cooper-street, Manchester. March 
31. [Gazette, April 18 





General. 


Portsmouth Quarter Sessions were held on the 6th inst. for the first 
time without a-Grand Jury, owing to there being no new indictment, 
the only prisoner pleading guilty. The common jury weré dismissed 
after seven minutes. The Recorder noted with regret the local increase 
of crime among children, 


In the House of Commons, on Monday, Lord R. ( 
Houston that war had not been declared between Italy 
Mr. Houston asked the reason why. Lord R. Cecil said he would like 
notice of that question. (Mr. Pringle asked if normal trade relations 
continued to exist. Lord R. Cecil: Certainly not. All commercial 
intercourse ibetween the two countries has been forbidden by the Italian 
Government. 

An appeal in the Slingsby legitimacy suit from the decision of the 
Court of Appeal has, says the 7'imes, been presented in the House of 
Lords by Mr. Charles Slingsby, as guardian ad litem, of the child. The 
Attorney- General, if he thinks fit, and the remaining respondents are to 
lodge a printed case in answer on or before 24th May next. It will be 
temembered that the Court of Appeal allowed an appeal from Mr 
Justice Bargrave Deane’s decision in favour of the boy, Charles Eugene 
Edward Slingsby, who prayed for a decree that he was tenant in tail 
male in remainder, expectant on the death of ‘his father, of the Slingsby 
estates in Yorkshire. The respondents and parties cited were two 


ecil informed M1 
ind Germany. 


| large nun 


destr yin 


| an inquiry by Mr. 


brothers of Mr. Charles Slingsby. The Court of Appeal found that the 


boy was not the legitimate son of Mr. and Mrs. Charles Slingsby. 

At Southampton Quarter Sessions, on the 10th inst., the Recorder (Mr. 
Temple Cooke), referring to the recent Act of Parliament which simpli- 
fied the language of indhetmante, said the new Act had swept away a 





In 1827 an inquisition for murder was 


instead of 


technicalities. 
it stated, “ The jury on their oath present,” 


iber of 


quashed because 


“oaths.”” Even in the Southampton Court a man charged with stealing 
a brace of partridges from the rack of a railway carriage got off because 
the partridges were not described as dead 

In the House of Commons, on the 13th inst., the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer, in reply to Mr. Butcher, said the approximate estimate of 
the value of property belonging to enemies or enemy subjects which had 


been vested in or received by the Custodian was as follows :—England 
ind Wales, £8,122,.000 ; Scotland, £584,000 ; Ireland, £38,000. He was 
unable to adopt Mr. Butcher's suggestion that all damage caused in 
this country by hostile air raids should be made good out of this 


property. 


In the House of Commons, on the 10th inst., Dr. Macnamara, replying 
to Mr. Joynson-Hicks, said : The grant of prize bounty under the Naval 
Prize A t, 1864, is limited to such of the officers and crews of his 


Majesty’s ships of war as are actually pres@qnt at the taking or 
g of any armed ship of any of his Majesty's enemies. Legisla- 
tive authority will be required for any amendment. It is the intention of 
extend the award to aircraft. Of course, the effect of the extension 


would be retrospective, so as to cover any successful attack made before 
the legislative amendment was secured. 

In the House of Commons, on the 12th inst., Sir E. Grey, replying to 
Mr. King, who asked for a statement about securities of value which 


have been intercepted in the letter-post on the journey from Holland to 
America, said: The face value of the securities seized on the ground 
that they are of enemy origin is approximately £2,000,000. The 
securities will be dealt with in the Prize Court in the same way as 
other German exports. They are not being retained or used in order to 
strengthen the British exchange. Various neutral Governments have 
protested against the action of His Majesty’s Government, and dis- 
ussion with them is proceeding. 


House of Commons, on the 13th inst., Mr. Asquith, replying to 
Snowden as to the steps to be taken to secure the 


In the 


| observance of his twice-repeated pledge that the only son of a widow 
and her sole support should not be taken under the Military Service 
Act, said: As I pointed out to my hon, friend on 9th March, the letter 
which my right hon. friend the President of the Local Government 
Board addressed to the Central Appeal Tribunal on 23rd February 


| newspaper had been permitted to publish this telegram, or 


seems to me amply to fulfil both the letter and spirit of the strictly 
limited statement I made on this subject. I have every reason to think 
that in the vast majority of cases the local tribunals are strictly follow- 
ing my right hon. friend’s advice, and individual cases of harshness 
seem to me to be adequately met by the system of appeal tribunals set 
up under the Act. 

In the House of Commons, on Monday, Sir A. Markham asked the 
Secretary of State for Foreig gn Affairs, adverting to the recent state- 
ment of the German Chancellor that this country entered the war to 


prevent the free exercise of Germany’s peaceful endeavours, if he 
could say whether the telegram of the Tsar to the Kaiser, dated 29th 
July, — stating that it would be right to give over the Austro- 


Serbian problem to the Hague Tribunal, was omitted from the German 
White Book ; and whether hé had any information that any German 
whether 
German people that, instead of 
offered to refer the causes 


the fact had been concealed from the 


the Allies forcing war on Germany, they 

| which led to the war to the peaceful arbitration of The Hague Tri 

bunal Lord R. Cecil: Yes, sir, the telegram referred to was omitted 
° 
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I understand that after its publication 


from the German White Book. 
published in Germany, with 


the Russian Press the telegram was 
sn UNnOONnVincing expla at na 
At Marbborough-street Police Court, Tuesday, James Scott 
Duckers (33), solicitor, was fined 40s. and ordered to await an escort 
on the charge of absenting himself without leave when called up for 


ss)on 


to its om 


service. The defendant was arrested at his office in Chancery-lane on 
the 11th inst., and when the charge was read over to him at Vine- 
street Police Station, he replied, ‘I do not admit I am liable.” He 
now contended that he was entitled, if he so desired, to be tried by 
a jury, and stated that he was opposed to war, and as far back as the 


joer War had spoken against it. He had also been to Holland and 
spoken against war. Mr. Denman, in fining the defendant, said he was 
of opinion that he had power to deal with the matter, adding that he 
was pleased to say the defendant had acted with great courtesy and 


decorum. Mr. Duc kers : I don't think vou could have done anything 
else. 

John Jones Jenkins, first Lord Glantawe, of The Grange, near 
Swansea, Liberal M.P. for the Carmarthen Boroughs, 1882-6, and 


Liberal Unionist 1895-1900, three times Mayor of Swansea, formerly 
chairman of the Swansea Metal Exchange and the Harbour Trust, and 
a director of several public companies, who started life as tinhouse boy 
at the Upper Forest Tinplate Works of Messrs Hallam & Co., died on 
Zith July, aged eighty, leaving estate of the value of £66,366, the net 
personalty amounting to £36,025. He left £2,000 in trust for his grand- 
eon, John Horace Daniell, an annuity of £52 to Juliette Sanders if still 
in his service, and the residue of his property in trust for his two 
daughters and their issue, providing that any beneficiary under the will 
who shall, without consent of the executors, institute any legal proceed- 
ings for determining any question under his will, shal] forfeit all interest 
therein. 

At Clerkenwell Police Court, on the 12th inst., says the Times, before 
Mr. Bros, William Kropp, nineteen, tailor, was brought up on his bail 
on the charge of failing to report himself to the recruiting station when 
required to do so. The defendant is the British-born son of German 
parents, and when previously before the court contended that he was 
excepted from service. Mr. Bros was disposed to uphold that view, 
and remanded him for the militaty authorities to consider the law of 
the question The recruiting officer now produced the Army Council 
instructions. Mr. Bros. pointed out that the defendant was an infant 
in law, and unable to decide his nationality until he was twenty-one. 
Therefore he followed the status of his father, a German, and was 
subject to the German law. The defendant would be further remanded 
on his bail for a month to give the military authorities time to consider 
the point The recruiting officer agreed, but submitted that if the 
defendant was not British he onght to be interned. Mr. Bros said 
that if British born he was not liable to internment 
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Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, April 7. 

BILBERRY CHINA CLAY WORKS, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before April 24, to 
send their names and addresses, snd the particulars of their debts or claims, to Sidney 
Stanl-y Dawson, 51, North John st, Liverpool, liquidater. 

Cayo Link, Lrp. (In VoLuNTARY LIQUIDATION.}—Creditors are required, on or before 
May 31, to send their Lames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Richard Winder, 7, East India av, liquidator. 

CRISP, ATHILL & Co, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before May 19 to send thelt 
names and addresses, and the particulalars of their debts or claims, to A. B. Wooding- 
ton and E. H. Athill, 5, Philpot In, liquidators. 

CUBAN STEAMSHIP Co.—Creditors are required, on or before May 31, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Richard Winder, 
7, East India av, liquidator. 

RUBBER & GENERAL Tavust Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required. on or before May 7: 
to send their names and addresses, and the jeulars of their debte or claims, to 
Arthur Graham Engisnd, 86, Cannon st, liquidator. 

RUBBER & Tea INVESTORS TRUST, LTD.—Creditors are required On or before April 2?, 
to send in their names aud add aud particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Strachan, 50, Gresham st, liquidator. 

WARWICK STORES, LrD.—Creditors are required, on or before May 27, to send their 

names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edwin Hayes, 

28, Basinghall st, liquidator. 








JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, April 11. 


CALMUS BRoTHERS, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before May 12, to send in their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, James 
Mortimer, 68, Coleman st, liqu’ L 

G. R. Emer Co, Lrp. (Iv VoLuwrary LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or 
before May 12, to send their names and and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Thomas Greenwood, 12, Bowkers row, ton, liquidator. 

LEEDS AUTOMOBILES, LtTD.—Creditors are required, on or before May 11, to send their 
names and addresavs, and the lars of their debts or claims, te Frederick 
Westcott, 53, jon st, , liquidator. 

Punswetr Founpry & TINNING WoRKS, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before 
April 26, to send their names and adduesses, and particulars of their debts or claims, 

te Arthur E. Mason, 193, Wolverhampton st, Dudley, liquidator. 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.—FRiDAY, April 7. 
Tulse Hill Tennis, Croquet & Bowling Club, De Dietrich (England), Ltd, 
Ltd British De Dietrich, Ltd 


Cornubia Steamship Co, Ltd, 


St. Dewi Colliery Co, Ltd. 
Grindon Hall Steamship Co, Ltd. 


Collings- Bishop, Ltd. 
Rubber & General Trust Co, Ltd. 


London Gazette—TurspaY, April 11. 
a. 4) Edward Scott (Undertakers), Ltd. 


Zaza, Ltd. 

Lotus Cafe (Manchester), Ltd. —— Co, Ltd. 
Chippenham (Wilts) Motor Works, Ltd. Wilcox & Frost, Ltd. 
Pettinatura Italiana, Ltd. irwan & Mallin, Ltd. 

Rasex Steamship Uo, Ltd. cia Steam Shipping Co, Ltd 


Essex Baron Steamship Co, Ltd. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, April 4. 


SALOMON, EMANUEL, Alexandra villas, Finsbury Park May9 Salomon v. 
Neville, J, Osman, Coleman st 

STONEHAM, ROBERT THOMPSON, Lewes crescent, Brighton May @ Stoneham and 
Others v. Stoneham and Others, Astbury, J- Stancham & Sons, Fenchnrch st 


Lendon Gazette.—FRrmpay, April 7. 


Lever, JAMES, Greenbauk road, Highor Tranmere, Birkenhead, Chester May 6 Lever 
y. Lever, Exe, J., Liverpool District Registry Gee, North John st, Liverpool 


Salomen 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day oF OLAIM. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, April 7. 


ATTFIELD, SARAH WINDLESHAM, Surrey April29 Barton, Woking 
BALDWIN, ALFRED, Tunbridge Wells May 31 Bretherton & Murton-Neale, Tunbridge 
Wel 


ells 
BEARD, Marts, Wollaston, Stourbridge, Worcoster May 6 Wyndham & Co, Stour- 
bridge 


s' 
Brnws, JosHva WALTER, Brighton May 31 Carr, Harp In 
Brows, WILLIAM, Hove, Sussex May 26 Newton & Co, Salters Hall ct 
BUCHANAN- WILSON, EMILY Mary, Granville pl May8 sutton & Vo, Great Winches- 


st 
BULWER, KLIZABETH MAUDB, Chester st May 4 Capron & Co; Saville pl, Conduit st 
Cog, ESTHER ELIZABETH, Cheltenham May 10 Purki; & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 
COWELL, Hinay PULLEINE Jouy, Bedale, Yorks May1l Burton & Co, Surrey st : 
Cripps, Henry LAWRENCE, The Grove, Boltons May 16 - Nicholson & Co, Queen Anne’s 


ELLIOT, EDWARD. Acle, Norfolk May 20 Keith & Co, Norwich 

Emmett, James WATSON, erbelige, Surrey, JP May8 Soames & Ely pl 
GLEADALL, MARY Janz, Balby, Doncaster May 5 Leg et bw caster 
GosLiIne, ELiza, Hurdsfie!d, Macclesfield May 5 Smale, Macclesfie 

GOULDEN, JANE, Biaekpool April28 Deputy Public Trustee, 


Greaves, BeTsy, Shaw,Lancs May8 Taylor, Manchester i 

GREEN, FRANCIS ABBOTT, Crosby sq May 10 Lowless & Co, Great St Helen's 

Green, Hanky Hiiton, Crosby May 10 Lowless & Great St Helens 

Hampson, MATTHEW, F egre C Grocer May 10 Wright & Rigby, Tyldesley 

HARDING, - wee Long ton, Somerset, ‘ay 8 O'Donoghue & Forbes, 
Bristo! 

Harper, Joun, Adderley . Chester May8 Taylor, Manchester 

Hant, Ceort Jaume WELBr, Sternda ¢ rd, West Kensington April 29 Rodd & Son, 

ymou ¢ 

HOuLis, ALFRED, Farn , Hants, Dairyman May 16 ins, Farnborough 

Kino, Jesstm Mary, Saffron Walden May8 Wade & Lyall, Walden 

Lugs, EDWARD BRIDGE, China, Merchant April 25 Salter & Lees, Great St 
Helen’ 


+ 

Lewis, Sypwuy, Hale, Chester, Upholsterer May 2 Laycock & Co, Altrincham 

LomaX, JamEs, Pendleton, Lancs 81 Diggles & Ogden, Manchester 

LoYGREEN, HARALD CHRISTIAN, Newcastle upon Tyne May 10 Humble and Meikle, 
Newcastle are Tyne 

LUND, PEARSON, Felling, Durham April 30 Bennett & Maddison, Newcastle upon 

MABTIN, 1. enue HERBERT GeonGR, Abergavenny May19 James & Co, Merthyr 
Tydfil 


MILNER, ALFRED, Bradford, Herbalist May 18 Trenholme, Bradford 
Meusecunaas, Hepes Carnes FREDERICK MOLINEUX, Garboldisham, Norfolk May 4 
ron 


Cap Co, Savile pl, Conduit st 

MorRLgEy, Rt Hon Raneun, bisadeen of, Piccadilly April27 Biddle & Co, Alderman- 

OLDHAM, HARRY, Stamford st, Blackfriars April 20 Clifton, New ct, Lincoln's 
inn 

PAYNE, Jomn, The Boltons, Kensi May15 Lewis & Payne, Bucklersbury 


ngton 
Picket, Groner, Tus Wells May6 Wansb hs & Co, Bristol 
Pitt, GEORGE LLEWELLYN, ford Hill April27 N Albemarie st 























